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Nationalist comment 


AT 


The election that has 
solved nothing 

Against most of the predictions of the 
pollsters, the Tories won the 1992 general 
election, though with a greatly reduced 
majority. The party’s faithful may have 
celebrated the event with prolonged 
junketing, but all the contest proved was that 
among three dismal alternatives on offer to 
the British people John Major & Co. were 
reckoned to be fractionally less bad than the 
other two. 

Thus ended what surely must have been 
the most boring, banal and childishly silly 
election campaign in British political history. 
It is difficult to decide what was worse: the 
weak and uninspiring personalities of the 
main performers or the barrenness of the 
policies they offered in their speeches and 
manifestos. Right from the start, there was 
clearly an unwritten contract between all of 
them to play down all the truly important 
issues, as well as to adopt positions of 
virtual unanimity on them. Until the last few 
days scarcely a word was heard about imm- 
igration; there was very little discussion of 


Europe; the massive crime wave engulfing 
the country was treated almost as if it did 
not exist; and debate over unemployment, 
such as it was, excluded any mention of the 


primary cause: the internationalisation of the 


British economy and the unopposed murder 
of British industry by foreign imports. 
Only during the final phase of the cam- 
paign did the immigrant problem get an 
airing, and that was when the Tories, 
obviously after angry representations from 
electors on the doorstep, alluded to it in 
watered-down tones by attacking Labour for 
its open-door policy towards the thousands 


_ of refugees now seeking entry into the UK. 


This constituted a neat diversion from the 
central crux of the question, which is the 
millions of Asians, West Indians and other 
non-Whites already here and their creeping 
takeover of many of our major towns and 
cities. No-one among the Big Three party 
leaders dared mention the unmentionable: 
that in as many as fifty constituencies the 
size of the ethnic minority vote was larger 
than the size of the sitting member’s 
majority — thus in effect giving to those 
minorities the power to determine which 
party forms the future government of 
Britain, a sobering thought for which we 
have to thank successive British leaders over 
the past forty years who have swept the 
danger under the carpet for fear of seeming 
‘politically incorrect’. 

The most important matters of national 
concern being thus relegated to the fourth 
division, the election became a contest 
fought over trivia, with arguments about a 
few pennies in the pound of income tax 
being waged with passions which suggested 
that the next thousand years of national 
history depended upon them. These bicker- 
ings were symbolic of a debate which 
assumed the absolute predominance of 
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materialistic values and aspirations among 
the electorate and the equally absolute lack 


of any loftier ideals worthy of appeal. ‘‘Vote 


for us because we can offer you more 
sweeties than can our opponents’’ became 
the overriding theme. Bribery and corrup- 
tion of the electorate, the twin features of 
almost all politics in today’s western 
‘democracies’, were engaged in with 
shameless abandon as if no other modus 
operandi had ever existed. 

Equally noticeable in all the main parties’ 
propaganda was the dominating element of 
negativism — much more time was spent 
telling everyone how bad things would be if 
opponents were elected than was ever 
devoted to offering constructive visions for 
Britain’s future. This, however, was perhaps 


“inevitable in a contest where such visions 


were so abysmally lacking. The Tories, in 
particular, could hardly afford to talk too 
much about their achievements of the past 
13 years, for that might get too many voters 
searching their memories to find what those 
achievements were. Better by far that 
Premier John imply to everyone that, no 
matter how awful the condition of Britain 
might be at the moment, under a Labour 
Government it would become more awful 
still! 

Massive posters dominated the street 
scenes as the nation went about its daily 
business, and all of these without exception 
constituted a gross insult to the people’s 
intelligence. It is difficult to say which 
party’s products were the worst, but the one 
which must have caused the greatest hilarity 
was a Conservative effort which showed a 
policeman with a hand tied behind his back 
with the words ‘‘Labour’s soft on crime.”’ 
From the party which abdicated the streets 
to the black rioters in the early-to-middle 
eighties, which has consistently refused to 
take the gloves off against the IRA and 
which has presided over the biggest increase 
in lawlessness within national memory this 
just had to be a joke! 

How and why did the Tories win? There 
will doubtless be much debate over this in 
the weeks to come, but the debate will 
certainly exclude the most important factor 
of all in putting John Major back in 10 
Downing Street. This factor might best be 
described as follows:- 

In Britain, as in most other western 
‘democracies’, political parties are not, as 
fondly supposed, institutions which represent 
‘the people’; nor do those parties effectively 
decide events. Real control, and real 
decision, lie with oligarchies of financial 
power which interlock in common interest 
and which are best understood under the 
umbrella term of ‘New World Order’. This 
vast complex of institutions, its operations 
being carried out far from the public eye and 
in a manner beyond most public under- 
standing; has loyalties to no nation and is in 
fact hostile to the whole concept of the 
nation-state. The ‘New World Order’ and 
the pressure-groups that are part of it today 
effectively. control most of the major polit- 


THE PERFECT TOOL 
John Major in victory 


ical parties in the West and certainly all of 
them in Britain. They also exercise control 
over most of the press and other mass 
media, albeit sometimes by an indirect 
process, and are thus able to determine the 
climate of public opinion and the backdrop 
of issues under which elections are fought. 
While all three of the main parties in 
Britain are subservient to the interests that 
comprise this ‘New World Order’, it is 
nevertheless true that at any given time one 
of those parties. will be regarded as an 
instrument preferable to the others in as 
much as it more completely meets the 
requirements of our real rulers in terms of 
policies and loyalties. That party will then 


be given that crucial backing that is usually 


sufficient to tip the scales in an election. 

The Conservatives under John Major 
constitute a party which comes the nearest of 
all the main parties of Westminster to fulfil- 
ling completely the requirements of the 
NWO — one reason why US President Bush, 
one of the latter’s most conscientious 
servants, hoped for its victory and was one 
of the first to welcome it when it came. It 
was also the reason why the overwhelming 
weight of the ‘British’ press was swung in 
favour of the Tories throughout the election 
campaign, some of the papers almost black- 
mailing the voters against choosing any 
alternative government. 

With allies like these on its side, the Tory 
Party, notwithstanding its lamentable record 
in government, would have had to cope with 
truly formidable opposition to have been 
defeated. No such opposition faced it, and it 
was returned with a majority that, though 
much reduced, is still workable. 

But as Mr. Major and his acolytes enjoy 
their moment of triumph the clouds hanging 
over the national scene continue to darken. 
The economic recession gathers force; 
unemployment carries on upward; race war 
in our cities simmers just below the surface; 
the crime wave goes unchecked; massive 
national discontent spreads in all regions and 
among all classes. | 7 

The return of the Tories to power, in 
other words, solves nothing. It leaves the 
great national problems unattended to. It 
bequeaths to us a future full of uncertainty 
and foreboding. It merely perpetuates for a 
little longer a charade of politics which is 
destined, sooner or later, to be swept away 


by the momentous changes now portending 
as the 20th century enters its final death 
throes. Let the victors of the moment strut 
their little hour upon the stage. Their world 
is collapsing, and before long they will lie 
buried and forgotten beneath the rubble. 
Over the horizon new men and new forces 
are on the march. Mighty new ideals are 
mobilising. It is only a matter of time before 
they prevail! 


The Keating affair in context 


Most readers will be aware of the incident 


caused in late February when Australian. 


Prime Minister Paul Keating breached 
protocol by making a speech in front of the 
Queen indicating his sympathy for a republic 
in Australia. On the same occasion his wife 
had declined to curtsy when meeting the 
Queen. Then shortly afterwards Keating 
made a speech in the Australian parliament 
which was virulently anti-British, referring 
to the so-called ‘cultural cringe’ favoured by 
traditionalist-minded Australians towards 
Britain and going on to claim that the British 
deliberately left Australia in the lurch during 
World War II by its policy of abandoning 
Singapore and Malaya and later by joining 
the Common Market. 

Keating’s ravings, predictably, have been 
eagerly seized upon by the mass media in 


this country as further evidence that 


Australia is moving away from us, and 
among those Australians invited to comment 
on the issues he raised there has been an 
overwhelming preponderance of people of 
republican outlook. From all this, it would 
seem to the British public that Keating is 


representative of current trends in Australian 


opinion. In fact this is not so. 

Despite many developments in recent 
history that have played right into the hands 
of those who wish to sever Australia’s 
family ties with Britain, the reality is that 
still approximately 60 per-cent of Australians 
favour the retention of the Monarchy, just as 
a similar percentage favour the retention of 
the Union Jack in the country’s national 
flag. Were Britain to disengage from the 
European Community and make some 
positive gestures in the direction of 
rebuilding her once strong relationship with 
Australia, including the granting of import 
preference to Australian minerals and farm 
products, this percentage would almost 
certainly increase substantially. | 

Elsewhere in this issue, our Australian 
correspondent Nigel Jackson has highlighted 
prominent cases of his compatriots’ rejection 
of Premier Keating’s sentiments. What we 
feel is needed here is a perspective which 
places the Keating phenonenon in proper 


‘context. A writer whom we have often 


quoted in these columns, Ivor Benson, has 
used a form of phraseology which perfectly 
fits our need in this respect. Mr. Benson has 
urged us to look at issues which may on face 
value seem small, local and isolated from 
one another as simply parts of a much wider 
panorama of world revolutionary upheaval 
which has characterised the 20th century and 


led to its being called an ‘‘age of conflict.”’ 
This most certainly is how we should view 
Keating and what he says and stands for. 
British TV viewers who witnessed the 
Australian Premier’s outburst in front of the 
Queen and its postscript in the Australian 
parliament, ought to have formed the same 
picture of the man as we did: an ignorant 
little loudmouth with a personality and 
intellect wholly madequate to the role into 
which the course of politics have cast him, 
someone who in an ordered world would 
find it difficult to climb beyond the status of 
councillor in a small town but who in the 
crazy times we are living through is able to 
become leader of a highly developed and 
civilised country with a proud record of 
achievement in many fields. Keating is like 
a thousand others whose mediocre personae 
we are used to seeing staring at us from our 
silver screens every day in Britain by virtue 
of their strange occupancy of the highest 
offices in the land. Like them, he has done 
precisely nothing for his country, having 
been. a disastrous Federal Treasurer in a 
distastrous government which helped to 
reduce Australia from one of the most 
prosperous nations in the world to one which 
now endures depressed living standards and 
a massive national debt. Yet here he is, 
strutting at the pinnacle of national power 
and talking language which is such obvious 
balderdash that a schoolboy ought to be able 
to see through it. He rants on about Britain’s 
wartime failure to ensure the defence of 
Australia against the threat of a Japanese 
invasion, yet right as he spouts these words 
the sons and grandsons of those very same 
Japs are buying up land and businesses in 
Australia lock, stock and barrel with not a 
finger being raised by him or his Govern- 
ment to prevent it! 

But of course the Keatings of this world 
are now everywhere installed in the most 
senior offices to which politicians can aspire. 
In the United States they walk in the persons 
of President George Bush, who has made a 
total shambles of his own country, and the 
probable front-runner for the Democratic 
nomination against him, William Clinton, 
who has the words ‘third-rater’ and 
‘careerist’ written all over him. In France 


their incarnation can be found in Francois 


Mitterand and his joke of a Prime Minister 
Mme Edith Cresson, both of whom have 
failed lamentably in just about every national 
task they have taken on and who, deser- 
vedly, are now regarded with contempt and 
derision by more than 80 per-cent of their 
electorate. And here in Britain we have just 
witnessed an election conforming to the 
same pattern, with its leading personalities 
so manifestly lightweight that the prospect of 
entrusting our future national destinies to 
any one of them is nothing short of fright- 
ening. Observing their daily performances at 
the hustings, one was hardput to decide 
which feature was the most striking: their 
lack of brains; their wetness of bearing; the 
inane banality of their arguments; or their 
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WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


obvious craving for what, in their own 
depressingly stunted imaginations, they 
perceive to be ‘power’. 

And, just as is the case with the people in 


office in France, the US, Australia and most 


of the remainder of the western world, they 
studiously ignore most of the issues that are 
of real importance to their voters — ensuring 
to keep these off the agenda with such 
uniform dexterity that it becomes difficult to 
reach any conclusion other than that they are 
in covert alliance with each other to that 
very purpose. 

Surveying our own recent general election 
in its early stages, Ivor Benson had this to 


say about it — and his words get to the core 


of the problem:- 


‘*The opinion polls are equivocal, but they 
reveal clearly that very many people 
change their minds from day to day — for 
what reason, if not because the main 
parties are like Tweedledum and Tweedle- 
dee, i.e. almost indistinguishable? Neither 
party has anything to offer — no iedology 
or philosophy, no plan of action that 
makes sense. The Lib-Dem Party is no 
better. 

‘*The explanation can be stated in a few 
words: They have no power. The power 
is outside parliament, as Mrs. Thatcher 
was reminded whén she persisted in being 
awkward about a planned New Europe.” 


Another way of saying what Mr. Benson 
has said is that the prime ministers and 
presidents who hold office in the ‘democ- 
racies’ of today are just bit-part actors and 
actresses, placed in position by those who 
from behind the scenes exercise the real 
direction in politics, and with lines to read 
that have been written by people elsewhere. 
Their script has been produced by the 
architects of the New World Order, which 
requires the breaking up of the traditional 
and viable nation-states of this planet and 
their replacement by artifical political 
creations which will serve merely as 
regional sub-groupings, each without a 
history, a culture or a true identity to call its 
own. 

Thus can an expendable functionary like 
Australian Premier Keating say one moment 
that he seeks to cut his country’s ties with 
Britain in order that it may assert its 
‘independence’ and the very next moment be 
welcoming, and even actively working for, 
developments which are guaranteed to 
destroy what little is left of that same 
country’s control over its resources and its 
economic affairs. The reason for the contra- 
diction? Mr. Keating is performing to 
orders, and the orders are that one form of 
imperium must be destroyed so that another 
imperium might replace it. The imperium 
marked down: for destruction is that once 
represented by the British family of peoples, 
which though fully self-governing in their 
own national affairs entered into voluntary 
partnership in the maintenance of a common 
ethnic heritage, and as such comprised one 
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of the world’s truly great powers. The 
imperium intended to be pus im its place is 
the New ‘World Order of which we have 
spoken, and whose creators and controllers 
today have their puppets placed in office 
almost everywhere where the writ of ‘liberal 
democracy’ holds sway. The fact that such 
men and women are required to be just that 
—puppets — ensures that they will be people 
of precisely the stature of a Keating, a 
Major, a Bush or a Mitterand. This is why 
we get the ‘leaders’ that we do. And this is 
why, wherever we look, the countries once 
representing western civilisation are in chaos 
and collapse, with crumbling economies, 
with law and order breaking down, with 
society disintegrating and with government 
non-existent in all but name. 


Voting for suicide 


Those of us now in our middle years can 
recall a time in our early adulthood when the 
white people of South Africa were admired 
and respected the world over by at least all 
folk of European provenance who had not 
lost their sanity. The South Africans, and the 
Afrikaners in particular, had managed to 
retain their health and vigour in an age in 
which white people nearly everywhere else 
had become afflicted with a sick desire for 
self-destruction. They, the South Africans, 
seemed determined to defend their national 
heritage, their way of life and their very 
racial existence against the designs and 
encroachments of their enemies. We wished 
we were like them. | 

But that is now all a good while ago. Last 
month the white South Africans voted, by a 
majority of nearly 70 per-cent, to support a 
process being pursued by their present 
Government which is going to lead inevit- 
ably to the end of their nation and to the 
imposition of black rule — at least black rule 
in name; the actual controllers of the country 
will certainly reside elsewhere but will be 
nonetheless the enemies of the white South 
African people. If one wants a clue as to 
their identity we suggest a re-reading of the 
previous item in this column. 

We are of course talking about the over- 
whelming ‘yes’ vote that was given to 
President de Klerk’s programme of ‘reform’. 
By giving de Klerk this endorsement, South 
Africa’s Whites effectively signed their own 
death warrant. How did a once virile and 
sensible people with such a strong instinct of 
national self-preservation come to the point 
at which they could engage in such an act of 
madness? 

The subject is a complex one that it would 
take a full-length book to explore ade- 
quately, and this column only gives space 
for the briefest commentary. What has 
actually happened has been a long and slow 
process of ‘wearing down’ the white 
people’s will to resist, taking decades to 
accomplish and requiring all the most 


‘sophisticated techniques of psychology and 


propaganda as they have been developed in 
the 20th century. There are, however, three 
crucial lessons that can be learned from what 


has recently happened in South Africa. 

The first is that ‘liberals’, who of course 
are the ones who have triumphed in this 
referendum, are almost invariably driven to 
resort to trickery and deceit to get their way.. 
Had they been people of honest disposition, 
the question they would have put to the 
voters in their referendum would have been: 
“Do you favour the hand-over of South 
Africa to black government?’’ Had things 
been phrased in these terms, the verdict of 
the referendum would very likely have been 
far different. But instead, the referendum 
asked only: ‘‘Do you support continuation of 
the reform process which was started by the 
State President on February 2nd 1990, and 
which is aimed at a new constitution through 
negotiation?’’ Of course, by these disarming 
words a great many white voters were 
fooled. ‘Reform’ was bound to be an attrac- 
tive proposition to people who could not see 
any sense in things carrying on as they 
were. Back in the days of the leadership of 
Dr. Hendrik Verwoerd, South Africa was a 
stable and prosperous country with a way of 


“life that was enviable — hence little desire 


then for ‘reform’. After Dr. Verwoerd’s 


assassination the ‘liberalising’ process started 


taking place which by 1992 resulted in a 
country of chaos, uncertainty and economic 
decline — all the work of the ‘reformers’. 
Now, these same reformers have the gall to 
come forward like quack medicine men 
offering the cure for the very illness that 
they themselves have created. The answer to 
the mess brought about by ‘reform’? Why, 
yet more reform! And the voters fell for it. 
Lies and deception carried the day, as they 
always must do for ‘liberal’ causes to be 
victorious. We have said it before: liberals 
can never win an honest argument, only a 
bogus one. 

The second vital lesson of what has just 
happened in South Africa is that the people 
can be persuaded to do almost anything if 
the mass media tell them it is the right thing 
to do. Here is where the roots of South 
Africa’s tragedy go back a long way — 
indeed to times when the politics of that 
country were relatively healthy and sound. 

It was an anomaly in the days of Dr. 
Verwoerd that at.a time when South Africa 
was ruled by a patriotic governing party (the 
National Party as was, before the ‘liberals’ 
started taking it over) the main part of the 
country’s press was in the hands of inter- 
national big business interests opposed to the 
policy of separate development. The largest 
of these interests was the ‘Anglo-American’ 
Corporation, controlled by the Jewish 
billionaire Harry Oppenheimer. 

The Verwoerd Government could not have 
felt comfortable in a situation when the most 
powerful wing of the mass media (television 
had not up to that time been introduced into 
South Africa) was hostile to the very exist- 
ence of Afrikaner nationhood and was 
dedicated to a long-term strategy of under- 
mining the whole of the white position in 
South Africa. Nevertheless, in their well- 
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AUSSIES RESPOND 


TO KEATING 


Many sound rejoinders to their Prime Minister's anti-British 
tirades have been made by informed and traditionally 
minded Australians, reports NIGEL JACKSON 


ON FEBRUARY 28th our national 
newspaper The Australian published a 
report by Leonore Taylor titled ‘Britain 
left us to Japanese, Keating says”. 

The report stated that Mr. Keating had 
‘accused Britain of abandoning Australia to 
the Japanese during World War II’’ and that 
during question time in the Australian Parlia- 
ment he had said that Britain was the 
“country which decided not to defend the 
Malayan Peninsula, not to worry about 
Singapore and not to give us our troops back 
to keep ourselves free from Japanese 
domination.’’ 

Leonore Taylor quoted a quick response 
from the President of the Federation of Far 
East Prisoners of War Associations, Mr. 
Harold Payne: ‘‘If it wasn’t for the likes of 
us young Mr. Keating would not be free to 
make his stupid and hurtful comments.” 

In Melbourne the Sunday Herald-Sun on 
March 1st devoted most of a page to a 
speech by a distinguished historian, 
Professor Geoffrey Blainey, to a Rotary 
conference in Ballarat, under the banner 
“You're wrong, PM’. Professor Blainey has 
been anathema to certain powerful interests 
in Australia since his famous 1984 speech 
calling for a drastic reduction in immig- 
ration from Asian countries. 

As well as refuting Mr. Keating’s theory 
about the British abandoning Australia in the 
war, Professor Blainey said of the Prime 
Minister’s other anti-British remarks:- 

“Mr. Keating is trying to prove his point 

that there is a cultural cringe by Australia 

towards England at this time, that Aust- 
ralia was in England’s control and that 

England deserted Australia. This is a 

strange reading of history. It relies heavily 

on prejudice, and, of course, on that 

misunderstanding he has often displayed in 

the economic sphere. 

““There is a school of thought recurring in 

Australian intellectual and political life 

which sees Britain partly through Irish 

eyes. Understandably that view is critical 

of Britain. 

“Mr. Keating is reflecting his pro-Irish, 

anti-British bias. He is entitled to his view. 

But he is not entitled to apply it when the 

facts shut him up.” 


An important comment was made by the 
former Liberal state premier of Western 
Australia, Sir Charles Court, in an article on 
the origins of our British heritage published 
in Our Heritage and Australia’s Future 
(Swartz & Wilkinson). Part of this article 
was republished by The Sunday Age on 


agentes 


KEATING 
He accuses Britain of abandoning Australia to the Japanese in World War II, but he 
is today quite happy see his country become a Japanese economic colony. 
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March Ist. Sir Charles, never a man to pull 
his punches, wrote:- 


“Australia's British links are the found- 
ations of our future as we move towards 
the 21st century. Take away those found- 
ations, and Australia as we know it and 
want it to be would be undermined and 
ruined. 

“Without hesitation I contend that people 
and power groups in this country who 
want to diminish or destroy our British 
foundations are unthinkingly, or with 
malevolent purpose, seeking to diminish or 
destroy the Australia we know... 

“There are very few millstones in our 
heritage with Britain. There are, however, 
uncountable milestones both before and 
since our First Fleet landed which confer 
on us an inheritance of experience, of 
institutions, of law, and of instinctive 
morality that makes it a treasure beyond 
price. 

“Much has been absorbed by all of us 
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without realising what a treasure we have. 
But if suddenly we lost our British inher- 
itance we would be appalled by the 
difference.” 


PATRIOTIC ORGANISATION 


Australia’s leading patriotic organisation, 
the Australian League of Rights, announced 
in its weekly newsletter On Target on March 
6th that it is ‘‘planning a major national 
offensive in depth on the Monarchy versus 
Republic issue. This offensive will be 
officially launched on Monday, April, 6th, 
when well-known educationalist and Indep- 
endent candidate for Indi, Victoria, Mr. 
Barry Tattersall, will deliver a special 
address in defence of Constitutional 
Monarchy.” 

In the same issue the League’s new 
National Director, David Thompson, had 
important comments to make in a four-page 
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AUSSIES RESPOND 


TO KEATING 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


essay titled “Keating goes for broke”. 
Thompson stressed that Mr. Keating is 
involved in ‘‘a desperate campaign to 
achieve that which presently seems imposs- 
ible — an ALP (Australian Labour Party) 
election win in 1993.’’ He characterised the 
Prime Minister as ‘‘a gambler with nothing 
to lose’’ who ‘‘can afford to take extra- 
ordinary risks with other people’s futures.” 
And Thompson continued:- 


“His attempt to identify the Opposition 
with a Britain that allegedly betrayed 
Australia during World War II, and then by 
entering the Common Market, was sheer 
parliamentary theatre, characterised by a 
reckless disregard for the facts of history.” 


Thompson pointed out the hypocrisy. 


involved in Mr. Keating’s presentation of the 
Opposition as ‘‘tuggers of the forelock’’ to 
Britain when he said:- 


well as space. Physical geography is less 
important than cultural and spiritual 
origins. Mr. Keating effectively spits upon 
a cultural heritage which stems from an 
ancient spiritual base, not a geographical 
(European) base. He seeks to deny — even 
destroy — the unmistakably Christian basis 
for our law, national institutions like 
Parliament and the Constitution, the Flag 
with the Christian crosses in one corner. 
The national anthem was once a hymn. 
God Save the Queen. Such heritage is 
anathema to the humanists and republicans, 
who must see it destroyed on the altar of 
internationalism. Even our language, 
inherited from Britain, is in the process of 
perversion.” 


BANKRUPTED COUNTRY 


tance of the Monarchy as a source of unity 
between peoples of British heritage; but he 
has a point about finances:- 


‘The heart of the matter is not primarily 
the excess of imports over exports, but the 
$13 billion we have to find annually to pay 
interest, a figure driven remorselessly 
upward by the ruinous factor of compound 
interest. The Government obviously has 
nothing to say to this central problem. 
Neither has the Opposition.” 


WHERE WILL IT STOP? 


There was something prophetic in a brief 
letter which appeared in The Australian on 
February 27th, the day Mr. Keating made 
his claims about British betrayal of Australia 
in 1942. Heather d’Esterre wrote:- 


‘‘Keating is determined to internationalise 
Australian trade and industry, and 
shamelessly panders to Asian interests. 
Even as he claims his own ‘vigorous 
nationalism’, his every action is that of an 
internationalist. His welcome to President 
Bush should be recalled, when Keating said 
that the thing he admired about Bush was 
the President’s commitment to internat- 
ionalism. 

“Keating sneers that the Opposition looks 
backward to the 1950s, recalling old 
attitudes and such things as the Astor radio. 
It should be pointed out to Keating that the 
Astor radio was at least made in Australia! 
Today we import such technology from 
Asia... The truth is that, compared with 
today, the 1950s of Robert Menzies had 
much to commend them; we did at least 
still educate children — Menzies had 
loyalty, manners and wit instead of being 
arrogant and offensive. 


Further evidence of the hypocrisy of Mr. 
Keating came later in Thompson’s essay:- 


“While Australians, British and Americans 
sacrificed their lives to keep Australia 
independent from Japan, Keating and those 
like him make a mockery of their sacrifice. 
In his statement on economic affairs, 
Keating allocated $40 million for the 
‘Multi-function Polis’ to be built on a 
swamp in Adelaide, hoping to encourage 
the Japanese to participate. Increasing 
Japanese tourism is counted upon in his 
economic calculations, and the Gold Coast 
is so dominated by the Japanese that there 
is even a daily newspaper in Japanese! 
“Keating also claims that Britain has 
deserted Australia by joining the Common 
Market. In this respect, the British people 
are victims of political betrayal. The 
process of internationalism demands that 
Britain be destroyed as an independent and 
sovereign country.” 


From a different angle, the devoted 
Catholic intellectual, Mr. B.A. Santamaria, 
President of the National Civic Council, 
criticised Mr. Keating in the weekend 
edition of The Australian on March 7th/8th 
in an article entitled ‘Credit where it’s due 
for the debt bankrupting us’. 

Mr. Santamaria pointed out that Mr. 
Keating himself has played a major part in 
depriving his nation of independence! He 
said:- 

“It is the problem which he himself has 
created as a result of the policies he 
pursued from 1983 to date. It is that 
Australia has already forfeited its economic 
sovereignty and that, as a result, the 
control of the economy is in the hands of 
foreigners. Without economic indepen- 
dence, political independence does not 
exist. 

“If evidence is necessary, it is to be found 

in the fact that as soon as Mr. Keating 

lowered the interest rate by 1 per-cent on 

January 8th, the Reserve Bank reportedly 

had to spend $4.5 billion (said to be 25 

per-cent of its reserves) to avoid a poten- 

tially disastrous flight from the dollar 

(Aust. Ed.) which might otherwise have 

brought direct foreign intervention into the 

affairs of this country.” 


Mr. Santamaria then provided a list of 
figures for the period 1983 (when the ALP 
Hawke Government took office) to 1992, 
interspersed with yearly boasts about that 
Government’s financial managership (in the 
hands of Mr. Keating, who for seven or 
more years was Federal Treasurer). The 
figures show that Australia’s foreign debt 
rose during those years from $23 billion to 
its present $145 billion. 

Mr. Santamaria, an Australian of Italian 
origin whose lifework has been founded on 
religious devotion to the Church of Rome 
and who has no particular keenness to 
support either Britain or its Monarchy, 
regards the monarchy-republic debate as 
‘phoney’:- 

‘‘Whether Australia evolves from a 

monarchy into a republic is irrelevant. She 

will still be broke to the wide, the only 


“Since the republican movement in this 
country seems determined to destroy all 
links with our history, national identity and 
the undeniable foundations of our society, 
will their next target be the name ‘Aust- 
ralia’? 

“After all, they did not get to choose it and 


Thompson reached a depth of analysis not 
visible in the major media with a later 
comment that:- 


“The truth is that Australia is not an 
Asian country. Nations live in time, as 
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difference being that for the ceremonial 
curtsies before the English Queen Mr. 
Keating will have to substitute a ceremonial 
kow-tow before the Japanese bankers.” 


Mr. Santamaria underestimates the impor- 


after their arguments regarding Flag and 
Queen, obviously it means nothing to the 
ethnic minorities who seem to be the repub- 
licans’ primary consideration. 

“May I take the liberty of offering these 
people some possible alternatives: 
Hawkonia, Whitlamania or even perhaps 
the most appropriate Bananarama.”’ 


While the mass media should not be 
regarded as sources of wisdom or authority, 
it is worth noting that the Sunday edition of 
Melbourne’s biggest-selling newspaper, the 
tabloid Herald-Sun, had this to say on 
March 1st in its leading article under the 
title ‘Keating vitriol divided nation’:- 

““That Paul Keating has made a right royal 
fool of himself is bad enough. That his 
anti-British vitriol has held Australia to 
ridicule in the Commonwealth and wider 
international community is inexcusable. 
Worse still, he has damaged Australia 
domestically, for he has divided the nation. 
“A statesman he will never be, nor even a 
great Prime Minister... 
‘*He looked like a colonial hick, grovelling 
as much to Asia’s economic togers as he 
accused others of grovelling to the old 
imperial lion. He came across as a spoilt 
schoolboy with a tongue sharper than his 
knowledge of the world...” 
“He is prepared to bury reasoned debate 
under a slagheap of acrimony if it hurts his 
opponents. He is even prepared to shame 
his country if it means fleeting political 
advantage for the most important person in 
his life — himself.” 

As for Mr. Keating’s earlier anti- 
monarchist behaviour, on his republican 
speech delivered in the royal presence, 
Professor David Penington, Vice-Chancellor 
of the University of Melbourne and one of 
the leading defenders of traditional edu- 
cation, commented: ‘‘It was not appropriate 
for these sentiments to be addressed to the 
Queen.” - 

That comment and the following one on 
Mr. Keating's placing his arm round the 
Queen (by Dame Phyllis Frost, a distin- 

Contd. on next page 


guished community welfare worker) were 
published in the same issue of the Sunday 
Sun-Herald. Dame Phyllis said: ‘‘I think he 
was uncouth. He may have forgotten what 
he was doing, but he should have studied his 
protocol.” Dame Phyllis added that Mrs. 
Keating’s refusal to curtsy to the Queen was 
‘‘out of place.” 

Perhaps the last word can be given to 
Liberal Party federal leader, Mr. John 
Howard. Mr. Howard once looked for a 
moment as though he might be a great 


national leader, when he firmly questioned 
the degree of immigration from Asia; but his 
supine capitulation as soon as media 
pressure was placed upon him showed that 
he was not of such calibre. However, he has 
spoken well recently in favour of the 
retention of the Monarchy. In The Australian 
for the weekend March 7th/8th he wrote:- 


‘*Many of the proponents of republicanism 
are unable to establish the case that 
Australia would really have a better system 
of government without the Monarchy... 


MISCEGENATION: 
THE ‘WIMP FACTOR’ 


Race mixture and feminism, says VIC OLVIR, are primarily 
the results of a decline in white masculinity 


Reproduced with acknowledgements to 
Instauration, obtainable from Box 76, Cape 
Canaveral, Florida 32920, U.S.A. 


THE white female/non-white male pairing 
is the most visible and usually the most 
galling to white males, probably because 
racial memories tell us that women are a 
kind of property, and the sight of one of 
our own with a male outside our own 
tribe is an indication that our group 
power has been sufficiently reduced to 
allow this theft to occur. Primitive raiding 
parties seized the enemy’s women as 
booty. And in most wars, ancient and 
modern, the women of the vanquished 
land are taken by the conquering armies 
for their own pleasure. 


A CLASSICAL CASE OF WIMPERY 
British aristocrat marries black blues 
singer. Note the wetness of features in the 

‘bridegroom’. 
A, 


German philosopher 


So it is that the white female in the 
company of a non-white male arouses in us 
so much hostility: it is a visible sign of our 
defeat and dispossession, a diminution of our 
power and control. Our most treasured 
property has been seized. And the comlier 
the female the greater our distress and sense 
of loss, as beauty carries the highest value. 

Much of the racial bastardisation occur- 
ring in America today is the result of white 
male/non-white female pairings, not the 
other way round. Most of these matings are 
of the white male/Hispanic or Oriental 
female variety (I define Hispanics as Amer- 
indians or Mestizos). White male/black 
female pairings, though they stand out much 
more dramatically, are relatively uncommon. 
White male/non-white female couplings — 
rapidly increasing in the US — are more 
likely to produce racially undefined offspring 
than are the white female/non-white male 
couplings (The same intensity of feeling is 
not aroused in white males at the sight of a 
white male with a non-white female. Since 
sex is a function of power, power is not 
perceived as being lost in these matches). 


MALE DEGENERATION 


For a hint of the motivations behind these 
matings, let us tum to that insightful 
psychologist, Anthony M. Ludovici, who 
played a prominent part in introducing the 
Nietzsche to the 
English-speaking world. In his book, Man: 
an indictment, Ludovici pointed out that 
modern times have seen a significant 
increase of marriages in England between 
widows or divorcées and young bachelors. 
He ascribed this, in part, to young English- 
men being fearful of ‘‘the duty of sex- 
initiation.’’ In Ludovici’s view this argued 
“progressive sexual degeneration in the 
male’’ and a ‘‘loss of mastery and of art in 
sex relations,” due, most probably, to ‘‘a 
widespread decline in stamina.”” 

Discarding the notion that feminists are in 


“There is nothing incompatible between 
Australia retaining its present system of 
government and developing a deep and 
mutually beneficial relationship with the 
Asia/Pacific region. 

“If we were to become a republic, it 
should only be because the majority of 
Australians thought we would be better 
governed as a consequence. 

“Tt is because the republican case is so 
fragile on this point that so many invoke 
the regional argument.” 


great part lesbians or tribades, Ludovici 
attributed the rise of feminism to the decline 
of the male. ‘‘All life is a struggle after 
power, and power extends only so far as the 
point where it meets with effective resist- 
ance,” he writes, following the main ideas 
of his German mentor. ‘‘The extension of 
woman’s power in recent years, therefore, 
must be commensurate with our own weak- 
ness...and if we blame anyone it must be 
ourselves.” 

Ludovici wrote the above in 1927. As far 
as I know, he died sometime in the early 
“70s. There is no doubt that even though he 
predicted the trend he would be astounded to 
see the incredible power feminism has 
gained in the last few decades (By the way, 
Man: an indictment, and all of his other 
works are worth seeking out and reading). 

The decline in male self-mastery and 
vigour that Ludovici observed in England 
and Europe between the World Wars is with 
us today in America, in an even more 
exaggerated form. There are few white 
American males, at least a few who reside 
in the chaotic megalopolitan areas, who can 
boast an aggregate of animal vigour or self- 
confidence equal to that of their grand- 
fathers. The most obvious flesh-and-blood 
examples of male decline have been tagged 
with the contemporary label ‘wimp’. There 
is, needless to say, a goodly dose of 
wimpery in most of us, which perhaps 
explains the amount of humour directed at 
the most visible modern specimens. 

The wimpish lack of confidence and self- 
mastery merges with the 20th century 
evanescence of racial and cultural con- 
sciousness, and so contributes to our 
personal dilemma. Such negative traits put a 
male in poor stead in the quest for a mate. 
In prior centuries it would probably have 
consigned him to a life of celibacy or to the 
patronage of prostitutes. 
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MISCEGENATION: 
THE ‘WIMP FACTOR’ 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


CENTURY OF THE WIMP 


As with many other life-negative forms, 
the wimp blossomed and came into his own 
in this century. Whereas 70 years ago he 
might have been attracted to an older 
woman, a widow or a divorcée, today he is 
as likely as not to seek out — or, more 
precisely, to be grabbed off by — an 
Oriental or Hispanic female of his own 
approximate age. 

These aggressive yellow or brown females 
can spot a white wimp miles away. He is the 
easiest of prey. By latching on to one of 
these specimens, and by marrying same, the 
non-white female takes a gigantic social step 
upward. | 

The wimp’s advantage is that he can 
thereby indulge in sex without having to 
display the virtues of the hunter. Sex is 
virtually forced upon him. Likewise, he does 
not risk embarrassing himself with clumsy 
fumblings with a young woman of his own 
caste. Race, as always, plays its dynamic 
part: hidden in the recesses of his mind is 
the conviction that the yellow or brown 
female is not as important as a white one. 
Therefore, his own lack of self-assurance 
and sexual mastery is not as galling as it 
would be if he had married a female of his 
own race. 

Children are often in great demand by the 
non-white female partners in mixed 
marriages. While a half-white child may be 
an object of scorn to aristocratic Orientals or 
even to members of stratified primitive 


cultures in the Vietnamese or Amerindian 
outbacks, most of the social-climbing non- 
Whites look upon a light-skinned baby as a 
passport to a more respectable and elevated 
niche in their cultural circles. Certainly this 
is so among the citified Amerindians and 
Mestizos of Mexico and Latin America. I 
know of one case where a dark and rather 
homely Mestizo had a blue-eyed and light- 
complexioned baby by her American wimp 
common-law husband. In the market the 
other dusky women would gather round her 
with. both admiring looks and envious 
comments. She was told she ‘‘was too ugly 
to have such a beautiful child.” 

Some observers have noted the fairly high 
ratio of white male/Oriental female couples 
in and around large military installations. It 
is not at all surprising that wimp types often 
join the service, often the most ‘macho’ 
branches. The desire to travel and see the 
world is sometimes a wish on the part of the 
young white recruit to engage in wimpish 
miscegenation far away from the eyes and 
sexual norms of family and friends. 


MISCEGENATION A 
PROFITABLE BUSINESS 


Many small businesses in both America 
and Europe make a handsome profit by 
introducing white males to Oriental or 
Amerindian females. Some even organise 
tours of the Orient specifically designed so 
that Joe or Hans or Olaf can find an Asian 
fiancée (There are also mail-order services 
that introduce men to Swedish women 
seeking an American husband, though I 
rather suspect that a high percentage of 
clients of this service are non-white males). 


I do not claim that it is only wimpery that 
pushes a white male into the arms of non- 
white females. But I have to believe it is the 
paramount reason. I will admit, however, 
that there are secondary reasons for this type 
of miscegenation. German anthropologist 
H.F.K. Gunther has commented sadly on the 
fascination that so many Nordic males have 
for ‘‘exotic women.’’ Many men wedded to. 
non-white females will speak of the ‘femin- 
inity’ of their mates, compared to the hard- 
edged modern white woman. 

Nevertheless, a male of high self-esteem 
and self-control will always choose as a 
bride a woman of his own race. The factors 
that gave rise to feminism are the weak- 
nesses and wimpishness of the modern white 
male. In the presence of a white man with a 
strong will-to-power, however, the hard 
‘feminist’ qualities in the white female will 
wither. Like a violet after the first spring 
rain, the truly feminine will emerge. 

Is it possible for young white males to be 
‘de-wimped’? Only through racial re-integ- 
ration can a wimp be transformed into a 
confident and complete white male. Only by 
re-integration into the core of western 
culture can personal decline be stemmed and 
reversed. But this re-integration is the most 
dangerous game of all, for one must be 
willing to die, so to speak, in order to be 
reborn. In race there is power, the kind of 
power and strength that American and 
European males yearn for as their world 
caves in around them. The wimp can obtain 


short-term pleasure with a female of another 


race, but the well-being of a lifetime can 
only be secured by the rebirth of race, of 
race feeling, and by selecting a woman of 
one’s own kind. 


QUESTIONS THE CHURCH 
PREFERS TO AVOID 


In correspondence with a Bishop, RICHARD MOLESWORTH 
exposes the selectivenéss and hypocrisy in the clergy's 
agitation for ‘freedom’ and ‘justice’ 


WRITER’S INTRODUCTORY REMARKS: 

The following exchange of opinions began 
with a press report which appeared in the 
Wilts. & Gloucestershire Standard of July 
Ist 1988, which quoted certain remarks 
made by the then Bishop of Gloucester, the 
Rt. Rev. John Yates, recently promoted to 
the rank of Bishop of Lambeth. 

I felt moved to write to the Bishop to seek 
clarification of what he said. This resulted in 
an extensive exchange of correspondence 
with him — not for the first time, I might 
add. 

In the interests of economy of space, it 
has been necessary to edit out some of the 
contents of my original letters. The Bishop’s 
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have all been included, for the most part 
without abridgement. 

Readers will make up their own minds as 
to whether they think the Bishop has 
adequately answered my questions, and 
whether they believe his real Master to be a 
heavenly one or just Big Brother. R.D.M. 


IN the Wilts. & Gloucestershire Standard 
of the 1st July 1988, the following report 
appeared, which in the interests of brevity 
I have abridged so as to quote only the 
first and most relevant section. This part 
of the report read:- 

‘‘The Bishop of Gloucester, the Rt. Rev. 

John Yates, said at a special meeting of the 


Cotswold Peace Foundation last week that 
the role of the church in preserving peace 
was to prophesy, protest and speak the 
truth. 

** ‘Protest will divide people and cause 
offence, but sometimes that must be the 
role of the church; someone has to speak 
out for human rights,’ he said. 

“But he added: ‘Sometimes it would 
appear that these human rights simply 
cannot be obtained without violence. 
Peace-making will itself involve the use of 
violence in order to achieve justice.” 
“The Bishop was speaking at the Phoenix 
Centre, Cirencester, on the topic of ‘Peace 
on earth: the role of the church...” 
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Following my reading of the above, I 
wrote to the Bishop to ask him to explain his 
criteria for what he regarded as the 
permissible use of violence in pursuit. of 
justice. As my thoughts turned naturally to 
the extensive injustices which those of our 
own political ilk have suffered, particularly 
at the hands of the BBC through that Corp- 
oration’s abuse of its power to influence 
public opinion, I asked the Bishop if he 
would condone the use of violence to redress 
those injustices, and I said:- 


“For instance, in Britain we have a 
group of arbiters — the BBC — which is 
not elected. It seems that the BBC is a law 
unto itself, quite immune to all complaints, 
from whatever source, despite the fact 
that it is in a position to influence public 
Opinion on a massive scale! 

‘*This is a tremendous responsibility, yet I 
would be grateful if you would tell me 
what is the mechanism that can be 
presumed to ensure that those who hold 
this enormous. power over what people 
think are qualified to use it responsibly and 
impartially. 

‘What ensures, for instance, that those 
who control the BBC are more qualified 
for that task than any group picked at 
random from a cross-section of the public 
(people like me, perhaps?). I suggest there 
is no such control — none whatsoever! 
‘The BCC uses this power to propagate 
certain political points of view at the 
expense of others. The advocates of those 
others clearly suffer monstrous injustice. 
“One of the groups whose views have 
suffered in this way is the British National 
Party. 

“Mr. John Birt, Deputy Director General 
of the BBC, has stated, and reaffirmed to 
me in a letter: ‘We must have a proper 


would tell me whether, if such actions 
were indulged in, you would speak up in 
our defence, on the basis of your reported 
views. If not, would you be good enough 
to explain the inconsistency? There is a 
clear case of injustice here, and one which 
must affect the knowledge and opinion of 
the electorate in a country that claims to be 
‘democratic’ and is therefore entitled to 
elect a government responsibly. This is 
therefore no trifling matter. 

“Despite this, the unelected BBC, with its 
massive influence over public knowledge 
and opinions, allocates to itself the right to 
withhold certain information and opinions 
from the public concerning a party that 
seeks election democratically. This action 
is in direct contravention of the BBC’s 
written obligations to the nation.” 


To this letter I received the following 
reply from the Bishop:- 


“Dear Mr. Molesworth, 

“Thank you for your letter. I would not 
advocate the use of violence in order to 
change the constitution or management 
style of the BBC. I am not well acquainted 
with the details of how public service 
broadcasting is controlled. I certainly know 
that a number of small political parties 
believe that they do not receive sufficient 
coverage on television and radio. You may 
have noticed that the churches also 
complain sometimes that they are either 
misrepresented or under-reported. Indeed, 
I have voiced such complaints myself and 
so we are, in a sense, in the same boat. If 
I felt very strongly about it, I would take 
action through parliament and my use of 
the parliamentary vote at the time of 
general elections, but I would not contem- 
plate blowing up Broadcasting House.” 


incorporating universal franchise) would be 
justified in using violence in an attempt to 
overthrow that system, where would you 
stand if, after a violent revolution had 
ousted the present system, the new one 
could be seen by percipient observers to be 
no more genuinely democratic and just than 
its predecessor? Would you then have to 
lend your support to any counter-revolu- 
tionary force that aimed to overthrow the 
new régime, by violence if need be, and 
replace it by a more genuinely democratic 
system? 

‘*This would surely be at least as logical as 
support for the original violent coup, 
would it not? 

‘*The relevance of this is that in Britain we 
do have a system that is claimed to be 
‘democracy’ but which easily can be seen 
to be a clever deception and fraud. 

“Are you content to give a régime your 
support merely on the strength of its being 
nominally democratic, regardless of how 
genuine such a claim to ‘democracy’ is? 
“And which is worse in your opinion: a 
régime that openly rejects the principle of 
a universal franchise, or one with every 
external appearance of staging free 
elections but under which such elections 
are effectively neutralised by mass manip- 
ulation of public knowledge and opinion — 
and thereby of voting patterns? I suggest 
the latter is infinitely worse by virtue of its 
hypocrisy. Would you not agree? 

“In Britain the masses are imprisoned — 
mentally — by cryptic forms of censorship. 
Which is worse in Christian terms: bodily 
imprisonment, or mental imprisonment? 
Would violence be less warranted for the 
overthrow of a system that mentally 
imprisons its whole population (bar just a 
few escapees) than of one where a few are 
imprisoned bodily? 

“In my first letter of the 19th July I asked 


QUESTION UNANSWERED 


In my reply to the Bishop, which was of 
some considerable length, I included the 
following observations: - 


independence from government and coher- 
ently report all shades of political 
Opinion in a way in which those who 
espouse them recognise it as being fair’ 


if you could tell me: what mechanism 
could be presumed to exist to ensure that 
those who hold huge power (as in the 
BBC) over what people think are qualified 


(my emphasis). 

“As far as our party is concerned, this 
undertaking has not even been attempted, 
and human relationships must therefore be 
adversely affected on a nationwide scale by 
the failure of the nation’s broadcasting 
system to fulfil this obligation. 

“Acting as Media Co-ordinator for the 
BNP, I have corresponded at length with 
the BBC, and latterly specifically with Mr. 
Birt, to ask for redress of this complaint, 
but the content of, and omissions from, the 
replies I have received leaves no shadow 
of doubt that those in charge of the BBC 
have no intention whatever of fulfilling 
their obligations in this respect where the 
BNP is concerned. 

“Ts this not an injustice that calls for 
very strenuous action to obtain redress? 
Would you not think so, if it were some 
‘peace movement’ that had been treated 
in this way? Indeed, would it not (on the 
basis of your own stated views) justify 
the use of violence to obtain justice? If 
not, why not? Or should it be one law 
for ‘peace movements’ and quite another 
for the BNP? 

“T must emphasise that the BNP is not 
planning to use violence in any attempt to 
obtain redress for this startling injustice, 
but I would nevertheless be grateful if you 


“You say you would not blow up Broad- 
casting House. Unfortunately, though, you 
have not answered the main question as to 
what are your criteria for the use of 
violence to secure justice. If they do not 
apply to the example I raised, how do you 
differentiate? 

“If it is your duty as a minister of the 
Church of Christ to tell people publicly that 
violence is sometimes justified, is it not 
incumbent upon you to tell them in what 
circumstances such action might be 
justified, so that they have some guidance 
as to whether they should use it in any 
situation in which they may chance to find 
themselves? 

“For example, do you think democracy is 
worth fighting for — violently? 

“It is my argument that if and when the 
public posseses responsibility for making 
vital decisions, such as what government 
should take office, then it is grossly 
immoral, indeed a very serious crime, for 
any power group, such as the BBC, to 
withhold from the public any information 
that could prove vital in deciding how they 
should exercise this crucial responsibility. 
““Assuming that you think that those in 
South Africa who regard that country’s 
system as unjust (in the sense of it not 


to do so responsibly and impartially. All 
you had to say in answer to this was that 
you were not well acquainted with the 
details of how public broadcasting is con- 
trolled. One might have thought it was at 
least as much your duty to find out such 
things as to busy yourself with the affairs of 
South Africa.” 

“One suspects that if the BBC were 
suddenly to start devoting the main part of 
its broadcasting time to propounding racial 
nationalist arguments and policies you 
would be getting to work pretty quickly to 
find out how this came to be permitted. 
But when such arguments are excluded, it 
is no concern of yours!” 


Further on, my letter continued:- 


“You comment that the church itself 
sometimes complains that it is either 
misrepresented or under-reported (by the 
BBC) and that you have yourself voiced 
such complaints. In other words, you are 
well aware that the BBC is capable of, and 
does operate, injustice. But then it is 
evident that you are eager to play down the 
political dangers that this presents, since 
you say that if you felt strongly enough 
about your complaints you would (seek to) 
resolve the problem through your parlia- 
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QUESTIONS THE CHURCH 


PREFERS TO AVOID 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


mentary vote.” 


I then tried to show the Bishop the utter 
absurdity of his proposed ‘solution’. Where 
overall voting is manipulated by the mass 
media, how can one realistically use one’s 
vote to rectify such a state of affairs? This is 
surely just that sort of injustice where one 
might have had a right to expect any leader 
of the church with any sort of integrity to 
denounce it, openly and forthrightly, instead 
of meeting my attempts to inform him of the 
situation with scarcely disguised boredom. 

It is noteworthy that while admitting he 
had made complaints to the BBC on behalf 
of the church he offered to make none 
regarding the matters on which I had written 
to him. | 

My letter continued: - 

‘*The significance of what is happening is 

of such import that no serious discussion 

on the subject of ‘injustice’ as applied to 

politics and the British scene could sensibly 

be undertaken which does not keep these 

and related issues well to the fore. Every- 

one (not merely members of the BNP) is 
affected by the brainwashing, whether or 
not they know it is happening.” 


The Bishop’s .reply, dated August 10th 


"1988, quotes the text of the Lambeth Con- 


ference from which he had just returned, 


- thus:- 


““This conference... 


“1(b) affirms also that there is no true 
peace without justice (one could agree with 
this. R.D.M.) and that the reformation and 
transformation of unjust systems is an 
essential element of our Biblical hope. 


‘*2(a) supports those who choose the way 
of non-violence as being the way of our 
Lord, including direct non-violent action, 
civil disobedience and conscientious 
objection, and pays tribute to those who in 
recent years have kept before the world the 
growing threat of militarism. 

‘*2(b) understands those who, after exhaus- 
ting all other ways, choose the way of 
armed struggle as the only way to justice 
whilst drawing attention to the dangers and 
injustices possible in such action.” 


The Bishop followed this up by saying: 


“I agree that the question oi a justified use 
of violence is a complex one, except to the 
conventional pacifist. I am clear in my own 
mind that the principle of last resort is 
important, because, as you say yourself, 
violent methods usually breed more 
violence — ‘He who lives by the sword... 
etc.’ And the end must be justice, i.e. a 
more just and peaceful society for every- 
one. So what interests me is what kind of 
vision or ideal you (and/or the party you 
represent) have of society as it should be — 
will it be a just and free society for all?” 


It seems here that the Bishop’s original 
sabre-rattling attitude towards ‘injustice’ (or 
at least towards his own somewhat limited 
conception of that term) has been watered 
down a shade — thanks perhaps to my argu- 
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ments. I should emphasise that I was not 
endeavouring to entice the Bishop into 
condoning the use of violence in pursuit of 
our own cause, specifically; I was merely 
endeavouring to show him that if he would 
justify the use of violence in cases where | 
suspected he would do so he would also 
have to justify it for our own cause, where 
the criteria of ‘‘the last resort’’ was equally 
applicable. | 


PRESENT SOCIETY NOT JUST 


On August 16th 1988 I wrote again to the 
Bishop, during which letter I said:- 


“You ask if Britain under a BNP Govern- 
ment would be a just and free society for 
all (point dealt with im my subsequent 
letter), but one thing can be said without a 
moment’s hesitation. It is at present very 
far from ‘a just and free society for all,’ as 

“the vergers referred to in the article (as 
under, which was enclosed. R.D.M.) have 
evidently discovered! They would find our 
society a great deal juster and freer in a 
Britain governed by the BNP.” 


What in fact I was referring to here was 
an incident reported in the Daily Telegraph 
on the 15th August 1988 headed ‘Minder is 
hired by church after vergers attacked’, and 
the first part of which read:- 


“A ‘minder’ has been hired by a church in 
London after violent attacks on its four 
vergers. The security man, dressed in 
blazer and flannels, has been on duty at St. 
Martin’s-in-the-Fields since the beginning 
“of the month. 

‘*The emergency measures have been taken 
by the parochial church council after one 
verger, Mr. William Ratchford, was beaten 
up four times in a week...” 


I continued in my letter to the Bishop 
thus: - 


“You say: ‘What interests me is what kind 
of vision or ideal you (and/or the party you 
represent) have of society as it should be — 
will it be a just and free society for all? 

‘What you seem to be saying is that, if 
you personally disapprove of the kind of 


bestial kind. 

“Under the system we seek to create, this 
position would be reversed — to the 
applause of all decent people! 

“Under the present system, the mobsters 
of the left are allowed freedom to be the 
arbiters of who may or may not be 
allowed to speak in public, and of what 
they may say. This is given the implicit 
approval even of our Tory Government, 
since those hooligans are performing the 
useful purpose of suppressing the express- 
ion of views which would be embarrassing 
to the Tories as well as to the left. 
“Under our system, the political left would 
be allowed its freedom of speech but would 
no longer be allowed to suppress ours... 
“If you really want a proper understanding 
of what kind of society our party seeks to 
create, there is but one way to find out, 
and that is to read John Tyndall’s book The 
Eleventh Hour. That will leave you in no 
doubt. Until-you have read it — with the 
same readiness to be fair as you would 
demand of anyone reading the Bible — 
you cannot hopeto judge us fairly. 

“It is wholly predictable that this book 
will met a virtually total boycott by those 
who control the nation’s book trade (a 
prediction subsequently proved to be 100 
per-cent correct. R.D.M.). I suggest you 
read the book first, then tell me on what 
grounds (in the context of freedom, 
justice and democracy) you can justify 
its suppression. 

“If you really want to know about 
injustice and suppression of freedom in 
Britain you can read all about it in 
Tyndall’s book. But how much do you 
really want to know that? Would you 
prefer to sweep it under the carpet, as 


«has been the church’s practice for 


decades past? That is the vital question.” 


To this the Bishop replied as follows:- 


“Dear Mr. Molesworth, 

‘‘Thank you for your letter of the 26th 
September. It is kind of you to suggest 
Mr. Tyndall’s book, but I simply cannot 
promise myself enough time to take on 
any more reading commitments at the 
moment.” 


society the BNP seeks to create, the BBC 
(and any other medium of mass 
communication — all private, unelected 
arbiters, eager to propagate their own 
private political views at the expense of 
others) is perfectly right to suppress what 
our representatives have to say. 
‘‘Needless to say, this attitude is a 
disavowal of democracy. How can you 
reconcile an insiatence on universal 
franchise in South Africa with the view that 
the public in the UK must only be allowed 
to hear the views and information approved 
for them by an unelected and self-interested 
élite? 

“As it happens, the sort of society the 
BNP seeks to create would be far more 
free and just, in the things that really 
matter, than what we have now. Under the 
present system (if I may cite but one 
example of dozens) the weak and the 
elderly are now no longer free to walk the 
streets without fear of being attacked. 
‘‘Aginst this, we must concede that 
criminals are now much more free to 
commit crime, even when it is of the most 


BOYCOTT OF BOOK 


To which I answered sending the Bishop 
a copy of a then current issue of Spearhead 
in which was featured a report headed 
‘Democracy shows its true colours’, which 
dealt with the total boycott of The Eleventh 
Hour by press reviewers and the book trade, 
as had been predicted. My letter continued: - 


“I am very sorry you cannot find time to 
read Mr. Tyndall’s book...As you are not 
willing to read the book I am hoping you 
will at least read the enclosed report on the 
boycott of it. 

“But if you do not read the book how do 
you know what is being suppressed, and 
whether the suppressed material might have 
been of paramount importance for you 
and/or the rest of the public to know? 
“What must be asked is: what is there in 
this book which legitimately justifies its 
suppression in a ‘free’ and ‘democratic’ 
country? 

‘*But, it seems, you are not in the least bit 
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concerned about that — which can also be 
said for the entire church leadership and 
political establishment! 

“You could expose the boycott. You have 
the platform from which to do it. But you 
won't. How can the church escape respon- 
sibility for this when it considers it must 
concern itself in politics? 

“In these circumstances, what do you 
expect us to do about it — shrug our 
shoulders and just put our heads under the 
bedclothes?” 


On the 28th October 1988 I wrote again 
to the Bishop, saying:- 


“Iam moved yet again to to attempt to put 
my point of view to you to ensure that you 
have fully understood it. 

“We are not seeking to obtain redress 
for some trifling little grudge that affects 
only a few cranks and eccentrics of the 
‘lunatic fringe’ of politics, as many would 
like to pretend; we are seeking to bring to 
the attention of all responsible people in 
Britain a network of conspiracy of far- 
reaching implications, and a national 
malaise that is eating away at the very 
vitals of society. 

“It is surely appropriate that we seek the 
support and co-operation of the national 
church in this endeavour, when all other 
avenues are closed to us. But, to all 
appearances, the church is not one little bit 
interested. We therefore have to question: 
why? 


‘*...1f you are not a willing participant in 
the vast network of conspiracy we are 
seeking to expose, you know the kind of 
thing you could do to relieve us of any 
suspicions in that direction. 

“You might, for example, speak out in 
public condemnation of the mass boycott 
being applied against The Eleventh Hour. 
You could publicly denounce the whole 
rotten, hypocritical apology for ‘democ- 
racy’ that sustains and nourishes the 
boycott. 

“If you do not make any moves at all in 
that direction, what, in all honesty, do you 
expect our reactions to be? 

“Not only are we being deprived of our 
democratic rights of free speech — which 
you would regard as inalienable in the case 
of Blacks — but so too is the whole nation 
deprived of being able to learn the things 
we want to tell it, which are of vital 
concern to it... ; 

“These are things which I have tried to 
bring to your attention, but you have shown 
no sign whatever of any real concern.” 
“I offer no apologies for the use of the 
word ‘hell’. When convention so blatantly 
serves the purposes of evil, hell and 
nowhere else is where it belongs. 

“Am I wrong?” 


To this, the Bishop replied:- 


“Dear Mr. Molesworth, 
““Thank you for your latest letter. You ask 
at the end of it: ‘Am I wrong?’ and I am 


bound to reply that, in my opinion, you 
are. You write as though you have some 
prescriptive right to involve the Church in 
your concern as a political party. But I see 
no sign of any commitment on your part to 
the beliefs of the Christian Church, in God 
or the coming of his Kingdom through 
Jesus Christ, which is what the Church is 
here to proclaim and support. This work of 
the Church does, indeed, involve a commit- 
ment to help and support the poor and the 
powerless in society, but I cannot easily 
identify you with that particular group. 
Please understand I am not disputing your 
claim to pursue the cause you have at heart. 
It is simply that my own commitment as a 
Christian and a Church man lies in a 
different area.” 


The Bishop says: ‘‘You write as though 
you have a prescriptive right to involve the 
Church in your concern as a political 
party,’’ yet I had repeatedly tried to show 
him that it is not solely the concern of our 
party but of everyone, not least those who 
are supposed to have a democratic right to 
hear what we have to say, and are being 
denied that right. 


Mr. Molesworth closed this correspon- 
dence with one final letter to the Bishop 
dated the 15th November. For reasons of 
space we are deferring the publication of 
this letter to next month’s issue. 


‘THE POLITICS OF DECEIT’ 


The lies of the ‘anti-racists’ exposed — by their own side! 
JEFFREY TURNER reports 


A MASSIVE CAMPAIGN of lies is being 
let loose by the so-called ‘anti-racist’ 
movement in order to justify violent 
attacks on the members of patriotic 
organisations and give additional fuel to 
agitation for the tightening up of laws 
designed to gag those in Britain who 
object to the immigrant invasion. 

‘One area in which the lies have been rife 
for some considerable time is in respect of 
allegations concerning ‘racial attacks’. The 
tactics of the ‘anti-racists’ here are to make 
claims that wherever groups like the British 
National Party set up local branches and step 
up activities there is an increase in attacks 
by white ‘racists’ against coloured people. 
The obvious implication is that there is a 
causal relationship between one and the 
other. However, those who make such 
claims usually fail to provide a shred of 
evidence to back them up. 

Virtually all the statistics used to advance 
claims of ‘racial attacks’ come from bodies 


which in the first place are politically | 


motivated, invariably in a decidedly left- 
wing direction. These include ‘community 
relations’ groups, which as a rule are 
heavily dominated by representatives from 
the ethnic minorities — plus such 


organisations as ARA (Anti-Racist Action), 


AFA (Anti-Fascist Action), ANAL (the 
Anti-Nazi League) and the shady little clique 
which produces Searchlight magazine. 

Just how are the ‘facts’ concerning these 
‘racial attacks’ produced? What it amounts 
to is that any member of an ethnic minority 
who chooses to report such a ‘racial attack’ 
can have it recorded in a file for use against 
so-called ‘racist’ organisations. No proof of 
such an attack taking place is ever required; 
the word of the alleged ‘victim’ is accepted 
as being quite sufficient. It should not be 
difficult to see that, if several hundred 
members of ethnic minority groups in any 
area are prepared to state that they have 
been the victims of such attacks — whether 
truthfully or not, a large file can be built up 
without trouble and then used as political 
propaganda. 


MEDIA COMPLIANCE IN LIES 


That squalid little back-street groups of 
the militant left should engage in this 
practice should be no cause for surprise; but 
what should alarm members of the British 
public far more is that established local and 
national newspapers and the makers of TV 
ar! radio programmes, as well as leading 
politicians, are perfectly willing to accept the 


statistics and stories provided by these 
groups as if the groups in question were 
reputable sources of information on the 
subject. Thus on numerous occasions TV 
documentaries have quoted ‘facts’ and 
‘figures’ given them by Searchlight 
magazine as if the publishers of that 
magazine were authoritative researchers 
devoted to obtaining factual information and 
not fired by any underlying political motive. 

Of course, it would be a mistake to say 
that in no single case of ‘racial attacks’ 
reported by these bodies is there any truth in 
what is alleged. Anyone with an elementary 
knowledge of the consequences of the multi- 
racial experiment that has been foisted upon 
the British people without their consent will 
know that whenever and wherever the diff- 
erent races are forced together in any 
substantial numbers the result will be 
discord, and in more extreme cases a conse- 
quence of this will be incidents of violence. 
Sometimes the incidents are provoked in the 
first place by Whites and sometimes by non- 
Whites. But in those cases where Whites are. 
the guilty parties it is only very rarely that 
there is the slightest link between this and 
the influence of political groups adhering to 
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‘THE POLITICS OF DECEIT’ 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


‘racist’ policies. Much more commonly, 
such attacks arise simply out of the basic 
incompatibility between the races involved. 
If anything, political groups opposed to 
immigration and multi-racialism could be 
said to reduce the probability of these 
attacks, since they provide angry and frus- 
trated Whites with a lawful channel into 
which to. direct their opposition to these 
developments. There do take place, cert- 
ainly, some attacks by Whites against 
members of ethnic minorities that are wholly 
unjustified and should be deplored; likewise, 
however, there occur attacks by ethnic 
minority members against Whites of which 
exactly the same might be said. The latter 
are, of course, of no interest to those bodies 
concerned with monitoring incidents of 
‘racial attacks’, real and imaginary, and it is 
not their practice to record them, let alone 
ever talk about them. 


‘ANTI-RACISTS’ EXPLOIT 
MURDER FOR POLITICAL ENDS 

_ Typical of the dishonesty employed by 
left-wing political groups in this field was 
the campaign following the killing in 
February 1991 of a black youngster, Rolan 
Adams, on an estate in Thamesmead, South 
East London, not very far from the British 
National Party Bookshop in Welling. All the 
evidence of the killing points to it arising out 
an ordinary gang fight following a dispute 
over drugs and containing no racial motive 
whatsoever, least of all a political one; and 
this was the view of the police who invest- 
igated the incident, with Chief Superin- 
tendent Philpot of the local CID testifying to 
this efffect. Such facts, however, were of no 
interest whatever to those in the forefront of 
the ‘anti-racist? movement, who immediately 
saw the possibilities the affair offered for a 
campaign against the BNP. Local Blacks 
were whipped up by hysterical propaganda 
into believing the party to be in some way 
behind the murder, and a march against the 
bookshop was quickly organised. Then a 
year later, in February 1992, the same 
people staged a further march to the same 
place to mark the anniversary of the killing. 
On this latter march were to be seen such 
eminent personalities of the political left as 
MP Ken Livingstone, along with numerous 
dotty clerics and other gullible Whites who 
had not taken the slightest trouble to enquire 
into the question of whether there was any 
connection between the BNP and the 
murder. A large part of the media 
swallowed the same bait and gave generous 
coverage to the campaign. Livingstone 
himself used the incident, together with 
other unsubstantiated claims about ‘racial 
attacks’ in the area, to make a speech in 
parliament demanding government action to 
close the bookshop. In a tame response to 
Livingstone’s agitation, Premier Major gave 
the go-ahead for a police raid on the shop a 
short time later. 
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Thus has the Rolan Adams murder 
become a cause célébre for the ‘anti-racist’ 
movement by the employment of blatant lies. 
It is just one of many of its kind. 

Sometimes, however, the liars are 


exposed by the admissions of people on their 


own side. This can happen when inter- 
factional rivalry occurs between different 
sections of the ‘anti-racist’ movement, as it 
frequently does. ‘Anti-racism’, it should be 
realised, can be a lucrative business for 
those engaged in it, with generous pickings 
going to those individuals and organisations 
who can demonstrate results in the ‘anti- 
racist’ cause. Numerous ‘anti-racist’ public- 
ations compete with each other for donations 


The politics of deceit 


and readership, while ‘anti-racist’ organ- 
isations compete similarly for donations and 
members. The result of all this, not entirely 
surprisingly, is a great deal of bitchiness 
between one ‘anti-racist’ group and another. 


COMPETITION NOT WELCOMED 


As an instance, the recent re-emergence of 
ANAL (the Anti-Nazi League) has not been 
received with unmixed joy by others in the 
‘anti-racist’ industry, since that provides just 
one more competitor to be bargained for. 
Searchlight magazine and AFA (Anti-Fascist 
Action), which are closely allied, definitely 
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It is about time the anti-racist and anti-fascist movement faced up to the truth that 
over the past couple of months, it has made a real ass of itself. Let us get the problems 
out into the open, deal with them and move ahead to some real unity. 

The people running the Anti-Racist Alliance must make up their minds whether 
they genuinely want broad co-operation, or a secret agenda of separatism using a few 
decent-minded whites as a front. It may take time and patience by all those with a 
genuine commitment to combating racism and fascism to unite behind an acceptable 
common programme. It would certainly have to include those of us who have been 
involved in the struggle for more than 30 years and there would have to be real 
recognition of the role of Anti-Fascist Action in holding the line against the nazis in 
the increasingly violent years of the last decade. 

What is beyond the pale is the politics of deceit being practised by the Socialist 
Workers’ Party posing as the Anti-Nazi League. On 12 December the SWP telephoned 
Searchlight and stated openly that it was relaunching the Anti-Nazi League. SWP fixer Paul 
Holborow told Searchlight that, to hype up public. fear and support, the ANL intended 
to claim that the British National Party would be standing 50 candidates at the general 
election. When we told him this was untrue, he countered that it did not matter — 
when less candidates stand, the ANL will claim it as a victory. These are the same tactics 
as when the media were conned into believing Le Pen was to meet with the BNP on 
his recent visit to London, because the SWP thought it was a “Good Idea’’. The result 
was new recruits for the BNP because the party appeared important in the eyes of 
potential recruits, instead of the small band of terroristically-inclined criminals it is. 

The ANL was launched with a long list of respectable sponsors. In fact many of 
them, including the Searchlight mole Ray Hill, did not sign up in support. This list is 
being used fraudulently in order to raise money. In the North East the SWP, alias the 
ANL, has called a national demonstration in Sunderland without any consultation with 
well-established black and anti-fascist groups. This not only endangers them physically 
but also clashes with work in the community that had been planned months ago. 

As we go to press the posers at the head of the ANL are in Paris at the invitation 
of the French Socialist Party. We expect the ANL to do no more for British black 
people than their hosts have done for the Arab and black people of France. The ANL 
leadership will be in good company with the jetsetters of SOS Racisme, while back at 
home the genuine anti-fascist movement will get on with the real work. 

The recent arrests of nazi terror groups in Hungary and Austria are at least in part 
due to the work being done by the genuine movement across Europe, of which 
Searchlight is proud to be part. The suspension here of Western Goals boss Gregory 
Lauder-Frost from his post with a London health authority stems from a long-term 
investigation conducted by Searchlight and members of the trade union movement 
since December 1989. But we are cynical enough to think that the ANL will claim he 
went because of its one leaflet activity. Even more cynically we think he may already 
have been suspended when the leaflet was distributed. A major fraud investigation is 
going on in the department where Lauder-Frost worked. 
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WHAT A TURN-UP FOR THE BOOK! 
This is a reproduction of the editorial in Searchlight (February issue) condemning the 
lies of ANAL. The magazine’s producers have apparently undergone a dramatic 


conversion — they no longer approve of dishonesty and fabrication! 
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Action), which are closely allied, definitely 
do not like ANAL poaching on what they 
believe to be their own territory. Nor also 
does the Board of Deputies of British Jews, 
which is frightened that the militancy of 
ANAL and the ‘Socialist Workers’ Party’ of 
which it is the offspring and creation will 
lead to the creation of more ‘racism’ than it 
eliminates. ANAL therefore operates under 
the considerable handicap of not having the 
blessing of these bodies. 

All this led to an editorial in Search- 
light’s February issue which admirably 
demonstrated the total disregard for truth 
which characterises ANAL and its oper- 
atives. The editorial followed approaches by 
ANAL to the magazine proposing co-oper- 
ation — approaches which quite clearly were 
not welcome by Searchlight, as they did not 
fit in with its own interests and plans. We 
are reproducing the full text of the editorial 
with this article. The reader will note that it 
alleges a number of fabrications on ANAL’s 
part. It says that ‘‘the politics of deceit”” 
practised by the Socialist Workers’ Party 
posing as the Anti-Nazi League are ‘“‘beyond 
the pale,’’ and it goes on to state that ANAL 
boss Paul Holborrow told Searchlight that 
“to hype up public fear and support’’ the 
League intended to claim that the British 
National Party would be standing 50 candid- 
ates at the general election (whereas in fact 
it planned only to field 14, later reduced to 
13). Said Searchlight: ‘‘When we told him 
this was untrue, he countered that it did not 
matter — when less candidates stand, ANAL 
will claim it as a victory.”’ 


Searchlight went on to say that: ‘‘These. 


are the same tactics as when the media were 
conned into believing Le Pen was to meet 
with the BNP on his recent visit to London, 
because the SWP thought it was a ‘Good 
Idea’. 

The Searchlight editorial continued by 
saying that ANAL. was launched ‘‘with a 
long list of respectable sponsors. In fact 
many of them, including the Searchlight 


MUGS ON THE MARCH 
White and black dupes of the ‘anti-racist? movement demonstrate against the British 
National Party in Welling. Note the posters linking the BNP with the Rolan Adams 
murder. In fact the police had stated that there was not a shred of evidence to support 
the claim that Adams” death had any political motive or connection. 


mole Ray Hill, did not sign up in support. 
This list is being used fraudulently to raise 
money.” 


GOOD FOR A LAUGH 


Spearhead readers will of course be 
tickled at the description of ANAL's claimed 
sponsors as ‘respectable’ — particularly in 
the case of Ray Hill, who lied his way into 
the British National Party later to act within 
it as an agent on Searchlight’s behalf and 
then subsequently told a tissue of further lies 
about the BNP in his book The Other Side of 
Terror and numerous Searchlight articles 
over the years. Equally, our readers will be 
tickled at the Searchlight editor’s expressions 
of moral outrage at those who tell lies to 
further their political aims. Considering that 


Searchlight itself scarcely ever lets a month 
go by without the publication of numerous 
outsize porkies of its own creation, its 
deprecatory references to ‘‘the politics of 
deceit” are worthy only of guffaws of 
derision. 

Nevertheless, we should at least be 
grateful that the dishonesty of one faction of 
the ‘anti-racist? movement has been exposed 
—even if the exposure comes from another 
faction with a record of dishonesty equally 
blatant. We should also be gratified to know: 
that these various factions seem at times to 
hate each other with an intensity almost as 
virulent as their hatred for us. We will be 
curious to know what happens in the next 
round of this squalid little internecine war 
the lie-mongers have unleashed against each 
other. 


THE LIES MY SOCIOLOGIST 


TOLD ME 


NOEL A. HUNT puts the spotlight on a mischief-maker who 
has caused havoc in the modern world 


WHEN this was a Christian country we 
read in the Bible that ‘‘Great is Truth, 
and beareth away the prize above all 
things.” We are now a secular society, 
and in our pagan land Truth no longer 
bears away the prize. That distinction is 
reserved for the lies which my sociologist 
told me. 

Not that he told them only to me. He told 
them worldwide, as do his numerous 
successors. Most of the world has enough 


sense to spot these lies. But in the West the 
result of believing my sociologist’s lies has 
been disastrous. 

Here are some of the lies my sociologist 
told me. Perhaps the two greatest were the 
Mankind Lie and the Lie of the Equality of 
Man. My sociologist says that there are no 
distinct races or peoples — just ‘Mankind’. 
Each and every member of Mankind, he 
continues, is for practical purposes equal in 
all ways to, and interchangeable with, every 


other member. He will admit that peoples 
may differ somewhat in pigmentation, but 
not that there can be racial or personal 
differences in intelligence, time sense or the 
ability to create a western-type technological 
civilisation. 

My sociologist detests being asked to 
explain why history shows that some races 
are at ease only in a kleptocracy; that others 
prefer dictatorship to ‘democracy’; that still 
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THE LIES MY SOCIOLOGIST 


TOLD ME 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


others have yet to contribute anything at all 
to human knowledge or progress. 

Since all races and both sexes are in all 
respects equal, my sociologist says that to 
discriminate in any way between them is 
very wrong. Such discrimination, he says, 
can only be either élitist, authoritarian, 
sexist, ageist or homophobic. All these 
crimes are of course invented by my socio- 
logist. They are punished in the West (but 
nowhere else) as severely as heresy was in 
the days of Christianity. 

My sociologist becomes angry when it is 
pointed out to him that the inability to 
discriminate is an infallible mark of feeble- 
mindedness. Yet that remains true, for all 
his anger. 


THE ‘NOBLE SAVAGE’ 

A lie of which my sociologist is very fond 
is the lie of the ‘Noble Savage’. This lie tells 
us that the first men, running naked through 
the forest, were noble and kindly. Rousseau 
and many others wrote books of sentimental 
and unfounded twaddle about noble savages 
without ever having seen one. To this day, 
we suffer from believing this rubbish about 
the savage. 

My sociologist says that the once noble 
savages have been corrupted and debased by 
their contact with the civilisation of the 
wicked White Man — though not, oddly, by 
“contact with other civilisations and cultures. 
All western intellectuals accept without 
question that our civilisation, and it alone, is 
evil. 

If the Noble Savage was so good and 
noble, how is it that so many of his modern 
descendants are so far from perfect? My 
sociologist has no difficulty dealing with this 
question. What makes man less than perfect, 
he explains, is an imperfect environment — 
especially a western one. A perfect environ- 
ment must create a perfect human being. To 
my sociologist this is unarguable. So we 
must all do our utmost to improve our envir- 
onment — but only in ways of which my 
sociologist approves — so that the perfect 
World Man may come into being. 

The lie of the Noble Savage is closely 
linked with the lie of the Perfectibility of 
Man. My sociologist told me that every 
human being is born with a completely blank 
and plastic personality, capable of being 
moulded in any way seen as desirable by the 
social engineer, a person of whom my 
sociologist things highly. By creating what 
my sociologist sees as a perfect environ- 
ment, and by enforcing — yes, enforcing — 
a perfect system of education, we must, he 
says, create a perfect man. This done, the 


Earthly Paradise will come about almost of 


itself. 
A lie which flows from these two is the 


lie of the Transmission of Acquired Traits. 


This lie tells us that traits ingrained in the 
young by the perfect system of education 
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SOCIOLOGISTS’ LEGACY 
Faces of youngsters in Africa, who live 
under constant fear of tyranny, hunger or 
disease since the abdication of the White 

Man from most of that continent. 


mentioned above can be transmitted to their 
children. It thus follows that, Utopia having 
been attained, it will be self-perpetuating. 
Here we see the roots of Lysenkoism and of 
Marxism-Leninism. 


ROOTLESS 


But how did my sociologist manage to 
have his ravings accepted by such a world- 
wide audience? He was able to do it because 
of a phenomenon peculiar to the West and to 
our times. For the first time in history, the 
West has produced a huge class of rootless 
intellectuals. Partly educated, articulate, 
dogmatic and, above all, rabid haters of 
their own race and culture, they quickly 
made their influence felt. Soon throughout 
the West academics, clerics, civil servants, 
politicians and, most of all, those employed 
in the communications media consisted 
almost entirely of these vaguely Marxist- 
Leninist bien-pensants. For them, my socio- 
logist’s lies provided not only a system of 
political ideas but a religious faith, a 
substitute for the Christianity which they 
despised. 

This mischievous new class adopted my 
sociologist’s lies with enthusiasm, spread 
them worldwide and blandly refused to 
admit the existence of any other viewpoint. 
They were, and are, able to deny a platform 
to any opposition voice. 


THE FRUITS 


It is instructive to look at some of the 
results of my sociologist’s lies. One is that 
the West no longer dominates the world. 
The white races have been cozened by my 
sociologist into scuttling out of their 
empires, and are now confined to their racial 
heartlands. Here they find their territory is 
being steadily invaded and that they are 
being bred out of existence by massive 
coloured immigration. They are unable to 
defend themselves against these threats 
because of the lie of Racial Equality, a taboo 
on ‘racism’ and on ‘discrimination’ and even 
laws to forbid them opting in favour of their 


own kind. The White Policeman, who once 
enforced order and stability worldwide, has 
come home. The result is chaos, starvation, 
tyranny and a totality of human suffering 
which would have appalled Ghengis Khan. 
This is bad enough, but there is worse to 
come. 

We can now see that everything which my 
sociologist told me was the exact opposite of 
the truth. Belief in the lie of Racial Equality 
meant that we were fooled into imagining 
that the Westminster system of government 
and universal suffrage were suitable for all 
peoples. As a result, those who never even 
had a word for ‘vote’ in their vocabularies, 
or any other concept of popular government, 
now find themselves trampled underfoot by 
grubby little gangsters masquerading as 
‘statesmen’. 

My sociologist’s lies transformed the 
British Empire, one of the greatest forces for 
good in history, into a multi-racial ‘Comm- 
onwealth’ in which most member-states are 
non-white Marxist-Leninist tyrannies and 
international mendicants. 


THE COMING OF UTOPIA 


Having cheated us into allowing him to 
alter our environment out of all recognition 
and at enormous expense, my sociologist 
argued that, as a result, the average man had 
changed radically for the better. So where, 
he asked, was the need for so many and 
such stringent laws, so many courts and 
such a strong police force? Had we not built 
Utopia here in Britain? So the birch, the lash 
and the noose were banished. ‘Criminal’ and 
‘punishment’ became taboo words. ‘Offen- 
ders’ would henceforth be the operative 
word for those who did not behave perf- 
ectly, and they would be treated with 
‘sensitivity’, ‘compassion? and ‘under- 
standing’. 

Yet in spite of my sociologist’s lies it 
remains true that in a multi-racial welfare 
state the dregs breed at an alarming rate. We 
refuse to see this; to do so would be ‘élitist’ 
and ‘insensitive’. Yet it remains true that 
these dregs can only be dragooned into 
acceptable behaviour by the certainty of 
instant and drastic punishment. So what we 


really need are sterner courts, harsher 


penalties, less ‘sensitivity’ and more action 
to instil the fear of the law into the thug and 
the bully boy — now everywhere rampant, 
thanks to the lies my sociologist told me. 

Mankind is not perfectible. In spite of all. 
our efforts, today’s ‘underclass’ has not 
changed in the slightest; it has merely grown 
many times bigger. Other than its vastly 
increased size, it is indistinguishable from 
the Parisian rabble on which Napoleon. 
turned his cannon or the English mobs of the 
Gordon riots. 

Oscar Wilde is said to have lamented that, 
when he considered the harm that the Bible 
had done, he despaired of writing anything 
to equal it. Had sociology been invented in 
his time, he would have seen at once that 
authoring books on that subject would have 
provided the answer to his frustrations. 
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LETTERS 


SIR: The 1992 general election campaign, 
still in progress as I write this letter, must 
surely be the most uninspiring, as well as 
the most petty, in the entire history of 
British politics. 

On the really great issues, the differences 
between the three leading parties are 
minimal. As if recognising this, the party 
leaders have been elevating to positions of 
prime importance matters that are by 
comparison trivial, and then arguing over 
these as if the nation’s life depended on 
them. 

On Immigration, Europe and the, collapse 
of law and order, there has been scarcely a 
word. Is there a deliberate conspiracy to 
sweep these vital issues under the carpet? 

: B.K. HARRIS (Mrs.) 
Taunton, Somerset 


SIR: On March 14th the Daily Express 
carried a report of Glenys Kinnock’s elect- 
ioneering visit to Britain’s biggest Hare 
Krishna temple, Bhaktivedanta Manor, 
inappropriately located in the otherwise 
peaceful and picturesque Hertfordshire 
village of Letchmore Heath. 

The temple, which attracts up to 25,000 
chanting, drum-banging devotees of this 
bizarre Hindu cult, has for the past 17 years 
utterly devastated the lives of the local 
people, as is clear from the comments which 
were reported: ‘‘Mrs. Kinnock can go 
hang,’’ said one elderly lady. ‘‘She was only 
here for their votes. This is a little English 
village. You don’t expect to see saffron- 
coloured men walking around in their stupid 
garb with a pigtail down their back. The two 
things just don’t go together, and I wish they 
would go somewhere else.” 

Another villager had this to say: ‘‘Now 
and again they bring their oxen out hitched 
to carts and take them around. Those things 
are something from the Indian sub-continent 
—they have no place in an English village.” 

These sentiments are of course quite 
understandable and, one might say, encour- 
aging. But then consider this remark from 
another, no less aggrieved, victim: ‘‘We 
have nothing against them as such because 
we must live in a multi-racial society, but it 
is the sheer numbers of them. The village 
simply can’t cope.” 


Does this not perfectly illustrate the extent 
to which so many of our people have been 
so utterly bludgeoned into submission to the 
multi-racialists? 

Why does this man believe that we 
“must”? live in a multi-racial society? Did 
he vote for it? Was he even offered a vote 
on it? Can he think of a single benefit that 
our society has ever gained from it? 

That the tyranny of multi-racialism is 
being promoted, albeit unwittingly, even by 
some of its biggest victims, is surely 
indicative of the huge scale of the task which 
lies ahead if our country is to overcome 


_ what is now surely the greatest single peril 


in its entire history.” 
P. PRICE 
Nottingham 


SIR: H.S. Hall (March Spearhead) con- 
demns the gratuitous over-exposure of 
Blacks in the media, notably in The Times 
newspaper and the Radio Times. 

This over-exposure amounts to a political 


statement, and it deserves an instant protest 


by nationalists. A small, perverted minority 
of propagandists are trying to change this 
country irreversibly. | 


Other areas where this over-exposure of 


Blacks can be found are: official posters and 
leaflets (for example, those produced by the 
DHSS and Sports Council); handouts from 
major charities; in the Annual Report of the 
Abbey National Building Society; above all, 
in children’s books. 

The remedy is to write a letter of protest 
and, if possible, cut out the offending 
picture and send it back with the comment: 
“No, thank you!” 

R.E. TANDY 
Kings Lynn, Norfolk 


SIR: On the BBC news at 1.00 p.m. today a 
reporter was commenting joyfully on the 
retirement of Chief Justice Lane. 


The reporter stated, with great emphasis, 
that the new Chief Justice, Sir Peter Taylor, 
was Jewish and that therefore he would be 
more sympathetic to the ethnic minorities! 

I thought judges were supposed to be 
impartial and neutral! 

Anyhow, to be forewarned is to be 
forearmed. 

P.S. The name of the reporter was Joshua 
Rozenberg. 

J. TOWNSEND 
Dersingham, Norfolk 


SIR: Israel, the supposedly innocuous and 
saint-like state, has for many years strongly 
maintained that the world should condemn 
the alleged extermination of six million Jews 
by the Germans in World War II. 
Moreover, Israel has also maintained that 
the actions of the Germans in forcibly 
deporting racial minorities in the occupied 
eastern territories from 1939 to 1944 should 


be internationally condemned. 


What hypocrites! In view of the Jewish 
scheme of deportation operated in Israel 
whereby Palestinians are being forcibly 
ejected from the lands that have been their 
own for thousands of years, and in view of 
the incarceration in concentration camps of 
many of those Palestinians who have been 
reluctant to co-operate in this eviction, just 
what right have the Israelis to demand that 
the world condemn the Nazis? 

Since the setting up of Israel in 1948, this 
gangster state has embarked on a war of 
conquest as bloody, in proportionate terms, 
as any campaign in 1939-45; and it has 
succeeded, with the direct assistance of the 
western nations, in exterminating great 
numbers of the Arabs who have got in its 
way. So, again, by what right does Israel 
expect the international community to go on 
condemning Hitler’s ‘holocaust’? 

| SIMON SMITH 
Nottingham 
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B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE. (TEL:081 316 4721) 
154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DP. 


NORMALLY OPEN TUESDAY TO FRIDAY 10 a.m. TO 5.30 p.m. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE £14.95 (hardback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 


A WORLD COUP D'ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 
BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 
BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 
BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
ni disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
2pp. 
BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION» (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A 
strong plea for British independence from EC bureau- 
cracy. 1990, 19pp. 
CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 
CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain's World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the “establishment” publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 
COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 
CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. | 
DILEMMA OF INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS, 
THE (Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates 
the folly of enforced racial integration. 1966, 21pp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
—and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 


ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
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back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP 
leader in prison, this is the book all nationalists have 
waited for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 
ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
ENOCH POWELL ON 1992 (R. Ritchie ed.) £14.95. 
A study of Enoch Powell’s campaign against Britain’s 
involvement with the EC, with quotations from Powell’s 
speeches and articles. 1989, 177pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
The book for which revisionists have been awaiting for 
years. Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as **...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.” 1989, 732pp. 

FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 
A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immig-ration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 
campaigner against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 125pp. 

GORING (David Irving) £9.00. A lively and original 
biography of one of the most colourful and controversial 
figures of the Third Reich. 1989, 573pp. 

GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 


A vital book 
for those 
seeking an 
understanding 
of today’s 
most 
explosive 
issue (see 
bottom of 
right-hand 


Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £22.95. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, 
VI, 857pp. 

HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 
ICEBREAKER (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A Russian 
defector shows how Stalin engineered the war with 
Germany and exploited it to advance world communism. 
1990, xvii, 364pp. 

I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 

LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 


existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£5.75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of 
American ‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback; £4.00 paperback. An exposure of the 
financial power that seeks to dragoon mankind into a 
global police state. 1972,288pp. 


OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £10.30. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
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but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 
RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 


Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 


showing how the truth about the race issue has been. 


suppressed by interested pa. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta Webster) £7.25. A standard authority 
on the most important secret societies undermining civil- 
isation and Christianity in the 200 years up to the early 
1920s. Reprint of 1924 edition, 419pp. 

SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 


white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. ; 
SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 


Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 


campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 


vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, . 


165pp. 


STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.50. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 
in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 

THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 

TORPEDO RUNNING £5.00. An illustrated magazine- 
sized survey of the writing career of historian David 
Irving. XII, 14pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 


many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 

UNCONDITIONAL HATRED (Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War II 


conducted by British politicians, together with its, 


disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 

UNHOLY ALLIANCE, THE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes 
the dirty tricks employed by communists and Zionists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially. 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 


VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big firiancial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J.. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 

WHAT 1992 REALLY MEANS (Dr. Brian Burkitt 
& Mark Baimbridge) £1.50. Two academic economists 
show the dangers to Britain from involvement in the 
Single European Market. A booklet packed with facts 
and figures. 1989, 44pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £9.75. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 

ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH, THE 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 


_jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 


daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing 
defence of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where specifically stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 78p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 78p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 28p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 48p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation.. 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 
Gulf War: Moslem threat (new leaflet). This leaflet 
oints out how the war in the Middle East has exposed 
is internal divisions in Britain, with.many Moslems on 


Policies on 
which the 
BNP fought 
the recent 
election (see 
left-hand 
column). 


THE ELECTION MANIFESTO OF THE 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY (CJ); 


one side and most of the indigneous population on the 
other — another indicator of the harmful consequences 
of the multi-racial and multi-faith society. 

If we were black... Leaflet drawing attention to special 
favours and privileges granted to ethnic minority groups 
by national and local government, and calling on Whites 
— particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 
Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Leaflet opposing 
Government plan to admit a quarter of a million or 
more Hong Kong Chinese into Britain. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains how vast numbers of British jobs are being 
destroyed by the international free-trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism: 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 


Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate’s name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 

Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage. 
charges of £4.10 for 1,000 aa £4. 65 for 2,000. 


BNP Posters (large) 


Tomorrow belongs to us! Picture of young couple with 
Union flags and mountain scene in background. Poster 
is in three colours and measures 17.7in x 24.8Sin. 

Price: 1-9 copies 30p each; 10-19 copies 26p each; 20- 
49 copies 20p each; 50 copies or over I5p each. 
Postage cost should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 12g. 


BNP Posters (medium) 


THREE-COLOUR POSTER 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Poster version of 
leaflet on same theme (advertised in leaflet section). 
Contains photo of crowd of Chinese. 1-9 copies 15p 
each; 10-19 copies 13p each; 20-49 copies 10p each; 50 
copies or over 7!4p each. 

TWO-COLOUR POSTERS 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Poster version of leaflet on same theme 
(advertised in leaflet section). Collage of riot photos. 
Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets 1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA 
murderers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope 
with wife and youngster and flag in background. 
Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 


Contd. overleaf 
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BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 
in support of the British National Party, 
normally on a monthly basis. Sample 
copies will be sent on receipt of 48p 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 
issues is £6.00 (British Isles) or £8.25 
(overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 + 93p post 
25 copies £6.60 + £3.15 post 
50 copies £12.00 + £4.10 post 
100 copies £21.00 + £4.65 post 
150 copies £30.00 + £5.35 post 
200 copies £36.00 + £6.25 post 
300 copies £50.40 + £7.80 post 
400 copies £66.00 + £7.80 post 

500 copies £78.00 by Roadline ` 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
entirely separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 


ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off 
boat. 

Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 

What's happened to free speech? Drawing of white 
man with gag. Caption draws attention to state 
oppression and imprisonment of those who protest 
against immigrant invasion. 

Support White South Africa! This slogan in large 
‘white letters on blue background. 


Prices of two-colour medium-sized posters: 1-9 copies 
12p each; 10-19 copies 10p each; 20-49 copies 8p each; 
50 copies or over 6p each. — 

Medium-sized posters measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Postage 
costs should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 6g. 

BNP Stickers (two-colour) 


Fight subversion: smash communism! 
Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 


WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from page 4) 


intentioned but naive faith in the principle of 
‘press freedom’ they did nothing to interfere 
with the workings of the Oppenheimer media 
empire but allowed it to continue knocking 
away at the edifice of the nation’s survival — 
its apartheid system and policy. 

Press freedom is of course a fine ideal — 
under the desired conditions, that is 
conditions in which the press is under 
patriotic ownership and dedicated to serve 
the national interest. Within that frame- 
work, a press and other media which permit 
a free exchange of views and provide a 
forum for constructive criticism of the 
Government when it is needed are perfectly 
healthy and acceptable. 

But when a situation is reached in which 
the mass media come to constitute a fifth 
column within a nation, geared to bringing 
about ‘that nation’s destruction, there arises 
a higher priority than press freedom: the 
priority of national survival. Then a 
Government should take whatever steps are 
necessary to ensure that the power of the 
press and any other mass media is not 
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Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster} 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) . 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) | 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 

the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! 


Stickers measure 3.5in x 2.5in. They are available in 
gummed-backed or self-adhesive form, each containing 
BNP name and address and logo in red, white and blue. 
Gummed-back stickers cost £4 per 1,000 or 40p per 
100. Self-adhesive stickers cost £1.50 per 100. Postage 
costs 34p per 100. 


BNP Stickers (single-colour) 

Rights for Whites 

Stop immigration! Start repatriation! 
(Oblong stickers in red on white background) 


BNP Circular sticker (two colour) 


Vote BNP. In red, white and blue with full name and 
address. 

The three foregoing stickers are self-adhesive and are 
priced at: Roll of 70 for £1 plus 18p p&p. 


BNP Oblong sticker (two-colour) 

Union Jack and BNP logo. Red, white and blue self- 
adhesive sticker 314" x 214" with logo in top right-hand 
corner of flag. Roll of 60 for £1 plus 18p p&p. 
Norwich Branch stickers (two colour) 


Third World refugees: NOT WANTED HERE! 
Charity begins at home: SCRAP OVERSEAS AID! 


Stickers are oblong and self-adhesive and bear the 
party’s national address. They should be ordered from 
Norwich BNP, 9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA. £1 
for 50; £2 for 100 (18p p&p in either case. 

BNP Recordings | 


Rally 91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally *90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 


abused. The previous generation of South 
Africa’s leaders, good men though most of 
them were, did not take any such steps. And 
the present generation of South Africans are 
reaping the consequences. 

The third and last lesson we must learn 
from what is now happening in South Africa 
is simply this: a verdict given by a majority 
vote in a’ democratically constituted poll — 
whether this be an election or a referendum 
— cannot be regarded as sacrosanct and 
binding. It is not, in other words, a final 
court of arbitration which must be obeyed 
simply because it is ‘democratic’. 

The ‘yes’ vote given to Mr. de Klerk 
makes it clear that there can be times when 
a democratic verdict is wrong — and indeed 
so disastrously wrong that the duty of 
patriotic men and women lies not in abiding 
by it but in resisting it. When the majority 
of a nation, whether knowingly or unknow- 
ingly, vote to commit national suicide, there 


has to be a higher consideration at stake than 


observance of the principles of ‘democracy’. 


“What has to be done must then be done to 


ensure that such an act of national suicide 
does not occur. 
A great many disastrous decisions during 


and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally °87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £12.00 plus 93p p&p. 


Rally *82. Sound recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future’. Speeches by 
Charles Parker and John Tyndall. 
Tyndall Speaks I. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Our Anglo- 
Saxon heritage’; (2) ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 

dall II. Two studio talks: (1) “The case for 
nationalism’; (2) “Tragedy of the 20th century’ (about 
World War ID. 
Tyndall Speaks III. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Why we 
must repatriate’; (2) ‘Foundations of the national 
community’. 
Tyndall Speaks IV. Two studio talks: (1) “The way to 
full employment”; (2) “The racial timie-bomb’. 
Recordings are on audio-cassette and cost £3.50 plus 
34p p&p. 
Allied publications © 
We recommend the following three publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 


reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finanze. Subscription (UK) £8.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


BEHIND THE NEWS 


Highly informative newsletter edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1FO, Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 
1740. Behind the News is a ‘must’ for your reading 
table. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
tion to: PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


the 20th century have taken place in 
accordance with the ‘democratic’ will of the 
majority. The decision to abdicate white 
control of Rhodesia (now ‘Zimbabwe’) was 
one of them. The decision of the majority in 
Premier Wilson’s 1975 referendum which 
supported continued British membership of 
the European community was another. These 
decisions of course were likewise achieved 
largely by methods of deceit on the part of 
those who campaigned for them. 

These several disasters resulting from 
‘democratic’ majority voting have come 
about because, in the present century, we 
have entirely lost our perspectives. Instead 
of regarding democracy, as we should do, as 
merely one of a number of alternative forms 
of government, each with its merits and each 
with its drawbacks, we have been persuaded 
to view democracy as holy writ, a system of 
managing human affairs that is so self- 
evidently moral and right that it should not 
ever be called to question. 

Well, by the process of ‘democracy’ the 
white South Africans voted last month to 
liquidate themselves as a nation. We must 
hope that those responsible are satisfied. 


THE GENERAL ELECTION 


No big breakthrough but steady progress 


THE CHALLENGE mounted by British Nation- 
alist parties in the recent 1992 general election 
did not achieve a breakthrough to mass support. 
It was never likely that it would, although some 
polls in local government elections during the past 
year or two indicated that in one or two areas, 
notably in Inner London, deposits might be 
retrieved. As it turned out, this did not happen 
either. The best results chalked up by the British 
National Party were in Bethnal Green & Stepney, 
where Richard Edmonds obtained 1,310 votes 
(3.6 per-cent) and in -neighbouring Bow & 
Poplar, where BNP leader and Spearhead editor 
John Tyndall won 1,107 votes (3.0 per-cent). 
Both these constituencies contain ethnic minority 
(mainly Asian) populations of at least a quarter 
each, so that the two BNP candidates actually 
attracted about 4.8 per-cent and 4.0 per-cent of 
the white votes respectively. These results, while 
not yet cause for euphoria, represent considerable 
gains on those obtained in most election efforts 
during the 1980s. The same can be said of most 
of the other votes won by BNP candidates across 
the country. In the general election of 1983 the 
best vote achieved by any BNP candidate was 
632, which amounted to 1.26 per-cent of the poll, 
and over 90 per-cent of all candidates standing 
did not even reach 1 per-cent. Average votes per 
seat came to 270.5 and the average percentage 
was 0.66. 

February 1987 marked the next time when the 
BNP contested a parliamentary election, and this 
was when it contested the by-election at Green- 
wich. Here its candidate, Ian Dell, won 116 votes 
(0.3 per-cent). This result would have been a 
little better had the National Front not entered a 
rival candidate, who took 103 votes most of 
which would have gone to the BNP had our party 
been unopposed by any other nationalists. The 
combined nationalist votes, in other words, came 
to 219 (0.6 per-cent), and this was in a by- 
election, where nationalists could concentrate 
campaigning resources in a single area instead of 
their being dispersed over many areas. 

The party decided not to contest the general 
election later in that year, but two candidates did 
stand independently under the BNP name. They 
scored 369 votes (0.6 per-cent) and 184 votes 
(0.4 per-cent). 

Seen against this background, the results 
achieved by the BNP in the recent general 
election do constitute an undoubted step forward. 
The party, fighting 13 seats over the United 
Kingdom, scored a total of 7,005 votes, with an 
average vote of 539 and an average percentage of 
1.2. In Wales and Scotland the BNP was cam- 
paigning on difficult terrain, but it was decided 
that seats must be fought there to emphasise the 
party’s all-Britain presence and at least to make a 
start contesting regions which must eventually be 
won over if nationwide victory is to become 
possible. Scottish results undoubtedly would have 
been better had the devolutionist and separatist 
issues not dominated the election. Nevertheless, 
Steve Cartwright, fighting the geographically 
large and scattered Clydesdale constituency, won 
a respectable 342 votes (0.7 per-cent). Had 
similar resources been channelled into fighting 
politically more favourable seats in London, the 
Midlands or the North of England, near to areas 
of large-scale immigration and where the elect- 
orate is more race-conscious, vote figures would 
have been higher. The decision to fight two 


BNP election results 


Candidate and Vote and 
constituency percentage 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
(Bethnal Green 

& Stepney) 

JOHN TYNDALL 

(Bow & Poplar) 

STEVE TYLER 
(Southwark 

& Bermondsey) 
MICHAEL O'ROURKE 
(Uxbridge) 

JOHN MORSE 

(Cardiff N.) 

JOHN PEACOCK 
(Blaby) 

RICHARD HEATON 
(Peterborough) 
LAURENCE JOHNSON 
(Erewash) 

Lady JANE BIRDWOOD 
(Dewsbury) 

KEN HENDERSON 
(Rochdale) 

Dr. DONALD CLARKE 
(Darlington) 

STEVE CARTWRIGHT 
(Clydesdale) 

DAVID BRUCE 
(Edinburgh W.) 


1,310 (3.6) 
“1,107 (3.0) 


530 (1.4) 
350 (0.7) 
121 (0.3) 
521 (0.8) 
311 (0.5) 


645 (1.0) 


660 (1.1) 
620 (1.2) 
355 (0.6) 
342 (0.7) 
133 (0.3) 


Scottish seats and one Welsh seat was never- 
theless the correct one when viewed from the 
perspectives of long-term party strategy. 

What the election did establish beyond any 
possible doubt was that the BNP won a resound- 


ing victory over the National Front — whose. 


continued existence as a political party on the 
nationalist scene has now been rendered pretty 
pointless. The Front’s leadership made the 
decision to contest the Southwark & Bermondsey 
seat in South London in competition with the 
BNP, who already had an excellent candidate well 
established there in the person of Steve Tyler and 
a strong campaign team behind him which had 
achieved a very creditable result in a council 
election in the area not long previously. The NF’s 
decision was quite inexplicable, even to many of 
its own supporters, some of whom walked out of 
the party in disgust and immediately joined the 
BNP. In contrast, the BNP, who had intended to 
contest the Walsall North seat, withdrew when it 
was realised that the Front would also be fighting 
there. The NF’s Southwark & Bermondsey can- 
didate was well trounced by Steve Tyler, who 
obtained more than three times the vote of the 
former — 530 votes (1.4 per-cent) compared with 
168 votes (0.4 per-cent), while overall the NF 
picked up 4,816 votes from 14 constituencies, 
making an average vote of 344 and an average 
percentage of 0.7 — not much more than three- 
fifths of the BNP figures. 

General elections today are won and lost 
overwhelmingly on the basis of the national 
profiles of the contending parties and are, with a 
few exceptions, only marginally influenced by 


local factors. A party may mount an intelligent 


and energetic local campaign but if, on a national 
level, it is practically invisible it has no chance of 


attracting more than a very small vote. A media 
boycott that was only a little less than 100 per- 
cent ensured that patriotic parties were virtually 
invisible nationally. This kind of boycott can only 
be broken when the BNP has grown considerably 
and becomes too large to be ignored. That time 
will come, but the time is not yet. It must be 
remembered that the party was truly minuscule 
less than three years ago. Since then it has come 
a long way in a short time but could not be 
expected to achieve miracles. By obtaining a size 
of vote much improved on performances a few 
years back, it has demonstrated its increasing 
strength and impact. Also — and this is the most 
important of all — it will undoubtedly succeed in 
using the election as a massive exercise in 
publicity and recruitment. Altogether, more than 
three-quarters of a million pieces of printed 
material advertising the party were distributed in 


the election, most of these at the expense of the 


post office. Enquiries are already starting to pour 
in, and greatly increased membership is certain. 
By the end of this year, at present trends, the 
BNP will be more than twice as large as it was at 
the conclusion of 1989. | 

The election was marked by two excellent 
rallies. One of these, in Scotland, attracted ‘an 
audience of nearly 100 and was addressed by 
party leader John Tyndall as well as by the local 
candidates David Bruce and Steve Cartwright. 
The attendance would have been much larger had 
the police not insisted on conditions for the rally 
which necessitated a last-minute change of venue, 
too late for many to be informed. This was 
followed two. days later, on April 6th, by a rally 
in London attendéd by over 200 — a tremendous 
turn-out fór à weekday evening on which mostly 
only London and Home Counties supporters could 
be present. The opponents of the BNP arrogantly 
boasted that they would stop this rally- but they 
failed miserably. John Tyndall, Richard Edmonds 
and Steve Tyler spoke. 

In summary, the BNP achieved the objectives 
it had set itself in the run-up to the election. Its 
votes represented a respectable improvement on 
performances in the not-so-distant past. It gained 
much valuable campaigning. experience and 
learned some organisational lessons which will be 
put to advantage in future campaigns. It brought 
its presence and its policies to the notice of what 
must have been 1-2 million people with little help 
from the mass media. Not least, it underlined the 
fact that it is now beyond any possible question of 
doubt the premier nationalist party in Britain.. 

As a final word, much thanks are due to the 
many party activists who gave up.a great deal of 
their time (including, i in the case of some, earning 
time) to help in the thirteen campaigns around the 


“country. Their efforts proved what a great team 
“of people has now. been assembled under ‘the 
-banner of the BNP! | 


Racial Loyalty: A forthright newspaper for 
the. survival and advancement. of the White 
Race. Please send 25 US dollars by banker’s 
international Money Order for one year’s 
subscription via surface mail ar 35 US 
dollars for air mail to: COTC, PO Box 400, 
Otto, NC, 28763, U.S.A. 


Back issues of Spearhead. Required as 
listed: Nos. 1-9, and nos. 11; 12, 14, 15, 
17, 18, 19, 31,49. & 70. Replies to PO Box 
771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ. 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 

PO Box 300, Emma Street, 
Hackney, London E2 7BZ 
HILLINGDON 

PO Box 275, Uxbridge, 

Middlesex UB10 8XU 

SOUTH WEST LONDON 

PO Box 5103, London WCIN 3XX 


CROYDON & MERTON 
PO Box 301, Carshalton, 
Surrey SM5 4QW 


SOUTH EAST LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
113 Beaver Lane, Ashford TN23 2NX 


SUFFOLK 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham 


NORFOLK 
9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


MILTON KEYNES 
PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 


DEVON 
PO Box 1, Torrington EX38 8HQ 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


BIRMINGHAM 
- PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


LEICESTER 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


This issue 

Notwithstanding warnings to the contrary 
last month, we are bringing out an April 
issue, though this is a fortnight later than 
our normal publication time. This is to give 
readers an early summary of the general 
election, including the results obtained by 
the British National Party. 

We plan to bring out the May issue on or 
about the 8th of that month and the June 
issue at the beginning of the month, as is 
normal. Readers: are therefore forewarned 
that their copies of the May issue are likely 
to arrive about one week late. 


Send 30p for information pack to:- 
P.O. BOX 117 

WELLING 

KENT DA16 3DW 
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(Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 


Contact your local 
party unit 
THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organised 


into active units extending over most of the United 
Kingdom. Here we give a list of the main units. 


PETERBOROUGH 

PO Box 211, Peterborough, 
Cambs. PE3 8JE 
NORTHANTS. 

PO Box 72, Irthlingborough, 
Wellingborough NN9 5XN 


NOTTINGHAM 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


WEST NOTTS. 
PO Box 5, Eastwood, Notts. NG16 3RN 


NEWARK 
PO Box 5, Newark, Notts. NG24 3LD 


CHESTERFIELD 
PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire S40 1FP 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


The BNP also has units in Richmond-on- 
Thames, Redbridge, Barking & Dagenham, Isle 
of Sheppey, Watford, Gloucestershire, Bristol & 
Bath, Stevenage, Bedford, Stourbridge, Stoke-on- 
Trent, Walsall, Derby, Grantham, Bolton & 
Bury, Warrington, Blackpool, Batley, York, 
Tees-side, Sunderland, Stirling & Alloa, Fife, 
Cumbernauld, Greenock, Lanarkshire, Ayr, 
Cumnock (Ayrshire), Aberdeen, Inverness and 
Portadown (N. Ireland). If you want to make 
contact with any of these units, or start a new 
unit, please write to BNP Head Office at PO Box 
117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


3: our n agazine is not enough | to cover r production and 
We theref ) ately on rogular d donations from our supporters 


MERSEYSIDE 
PO .Box 241, Liverpool L69 7JS 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 


PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


ROCHDALE 
16 Count Street, Rochdale, Lancs. 


OLDHAM 
PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 


LEEDS | 
PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


BRADFORD 
PO Box 6, Thornton, Bradford BD13 3QF 


HUDDERSFIELD 
PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 


WAKEFIELD 

PO Box 26, Wakefield WF2 9YT 
DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 OYU 
HALIFAX 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


CUMBRIA 
PO Box 7, Ulverston, Cumbria LA12 8LX 


EDINBURGH 
PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 


GLASGOW 

PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 
PAISLEY 

PO Box 72, Paisley PA2 OBH 
DUNDEE 

PO Box 161, Dundee DD1 9YR 


TAY SIDE 
PO Box 210, Dundee 
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